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our Chargé d’Affaires and the French Minister of Foreign |, Government, which, for obvious reasons, was not allowed | 
|| to be done ; but the assurance before given was repeated, 


Affairs, from which it will be seen that France requires as 
a condition precedent to the execution of a treaty uncon- 
ditionally ratified, and to the payment of a debt acknowl- 
edged by all the branches of her Government to be due, 
that certain explanations shall be made, of which she dic- 
tates the terms. These termsare such as that Government 
has already been officially informed cannot be complied 
with; and, if persisted in, they must be considered as a | 
deliberate refusal on the part of France to fulfill engage- | 
ments binding by the laws of nations, and held sacred by | 
the whole civilized world. The nature of the act which 
France requires from this Government is clearly set forth 
in the letter of the French Minister, marked No. 4. We 
will pay the money, says he, ‘ when the Government of the 
United States is ready, on its prt to declare to us, by ad- 
dressing its claim to us officially, in writing, that it regrets 
the misunderstanding which has arisen between the wo coun- | 
tries; that this misunderstanding is founded on a mistake; 
that it never entered into its intention to call in question the 
good faith of the French Government, nor to take a menac- 
ing attitude towards France ;’’ and he adds, “ if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States does not give this assurance, 
we shall be obliged to think that this misunderstanding is not 
the result of an error.”? In the letter marked No. 6, the | 
French Minister also remarks, “that the Government of the | 
United States knows that upon itself depends henceforward | 
the execution of the treaty of July 4, 1831.” 

Obliged by the precise language thus used by the French 
Minister to view it as a peremptory refusal to execute the 
treaty, except on terms incompatible with the honor and 
independence of the United States, and persuaded that, on 
considering the correspondence now submitted to you, you | 
can regard it in no other light, it becomes my duty to cali 


your attention tosuch measures as the exigency of the case | 
demands, if the claim of interfering in the communications || 
between the different branches of our Government shall be | 


persisted in. This pretension is rendered the more unrea- 
sonable by the fact, that the substance of the required ex- 
lanation has been repeatedly and voluntarily given before 
t was insisted on as a condition—a condition the more hu 
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| 
that any official commucicationwhich he might be author- 


| ized to make, in the accustomed form, would receive a 


prompt and just consideration. ‘The indiscretion of this 
attempt was made more manifest, by the subsequent avowal | 


of the French Chargé d’Affaires that the object was to | 


|| bring the letter before Congress and the American people. 


| If foreign agents, on a subject of disagreement between || 


| their Government and this, wish to prefer an appeal to the 
|, American people, they will hereafter, it is hoped, better ap- 


| ment should be conducted with the utmost directness and 
| Simplicity, and that, in all cases of importance, the com- 


|| With propriety, be invited by the President. 





miliating because it is demanded as the equivalent of a 
ecuniary consideration. Does France desire only a dec- 


aration that we had no intention to obtain our rights by an | 


address to her fears rather than to her justice? She has 
already had it, frankly and explicitly given by our Minister 
accredited to her Government, his act ratified by me, and my | 
confirmation of it officially communicated by him in his 
letter to the French Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 25th 
of April, 1835, and repeated by my published approval of 
that Jetter after the passage of the bill of iudemnification. 
Does France want a degrading, servile repetition of this act, 
in terms which she shall dictate, and which will involve an 
acknowledgment of her assumed right to interfere in our | 
domestic councils? She will never obtain it. The spirit | 
of the American people, the dignity of the Legislature, and | 
the firm resolve of their Executive Government forbid it. | 
As the answer of the French Minister to our Chargé d’Af- 
faires at Paris contains an allusion to a letter addressed by 
him to the representative of France at this place, it now 
becomes proper to lay before you the correspondence had | 
between that functionary and the Secretary of State, rela- | 
tive to that letter, and to accompany the same with such 
explanations as will enable you to understand the course 
of the Executive in regard toit. Recurring to the historical 
statement made at the commencement of your session, of 


the origin and progress of our difficulties with France, it | 


} 
| 


will be recollected that, on the return of our Minister to the | 


United States, I caused my official approval of the expla- 
nations he had given to the French Minister of Foreign 
Affairs to be made public. 


municated, it was not doubted that, if they were disposed 
to pay the money due to us, they would notice any public 
explanation of the Government of the United States in the 
same way. But, contrary to these well-founded expecta- 
tions, the French Ministry did not take this fair opportunity 
to relieve themselves from their unfortunate position, and 
to dojustice to the United States. 

Whilst, however, the Government of the United States 
was awaiting the movements of the French Government, 


in perfect confidence that the difficulty was at an end, the | 


Secretary of State received a call from the French Chargé 
d’Affaires in Washington, who desired to read to him a 
letter he had received from the French Minister of Foreign 
Affairs. He was asked whether he was instructed or di- 
rected to make any official communication, and replied that 
he was only authorized to read the letter and furnish a 
copy if requested. The substance of its contents, it is pre- 
sumed, may be gathered from Nos. 4 and 6 herewith trans- 
mitted. It was an attempt to make known to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, privately, in what ‘manner it 
could make explanations, apparently voluntary, but really 
dictated by France, acceptable to her, and thus obtain pay- 
ment of twenty-five millions of francs. No exception 
was taken to this mode of communication, which is often 
used to prepare the way for official intercourse, but the 
seageetions made in it were, in their substance, wholly 

missible. Not being in the shape of an official com- 
munication to this Government, it did not admit of reply 
or official notice, nor could it safely be made the basis 
of any action by the Executive or the Legislature ; and the 
Secretary of State did not think proper to ask a copy, 
because he could have no use for it. Copies of papers 
marked Nos. 9, 10,and 11 show an attempt on the part of 
the French Chargé d’Affaires, many weeks afterwards, to 
place a copy of this paper among the archives of this 


As the French Government | 
had noticed the message without its being officially com- | 





an cnn 


| reprisals would be best adapted to the emergency then con- 
| templated. 
| ments of her Government, has acknowledged the validity | 


preciate their own rights, and the respect due to others, 
than to attempt to use the Executive as the passive organ 
of their communications. Itis due te the character of our 
institutions, that the diplomatic intercourse of this Govern- 


munications received or made by the Executive should as- 
sume the accustomed official form. It is only by insisting 
on this form, that foreign Powers can be held to full respons- | 
ibility ; that their communications can be officially replied | 
to; or that the advice or interference of the Legislature can, || 
This course is | 
also best calculated, on the one hand, to shield that officer | 
from unjust suspicions, and, on the other, to subject this | 
portion of his acts to public scrutiny, and, if occasion shall 

require it, to constitutional animadversion. It was the | 


| more necessary to adhere to these principles in the instance 


in question, inasmuch as, in addition to other important | 


| interests, it very intimately concerned the national honor ; 
| a matter, in my judgment, much too sacred to be made the | | 
| subject of private and unoflicial negotiation. 


It will be perceived that this letter of the French Minis- | 
ter of Foreign Affairs was read to the Secretary of State || 
on the 11th of September last. ‘This was the first authen- 
tie indication of the specific views of the Freneh Govern- | | 
ment received by the Government of the United States | 
after the passage of the bill of indemnification. Inasmuch | 
as the letter had been written before the official notice of 
my approval of Mr. Livingston’s last explanation and | 
remonstrance could have reached Paris, just ground of 
hope was left, as had been before stated, that the French | 
Government on receiving that information in the same | 
manner the alleged offending message had reached them, 
would desist from their extraordinary demand, and pay the 
money at once. To give them an opportunity to do so, |) 
and, at all events, to elicit their final determination, and the 


| ground they intended to occupy, the instructions were | 
| given to our Chargé d’Affaires, which were adverted to at 


the commencement of the present session of Congress. | 
The result, as you have seen, is a demand of an official | 
written expression of regrets, and a direct explanation ad- | 
dressed to France, with a distinct intimation that this is a | 
sine qua non. | 

Mr. Barton having, in pursuance of his instructions, | 
returned to the United States, and the Chargé d’Affaires 
of France having been recalled, all diplomatic intercourse 
between the two countries is suspended—a state of things 
originating in an unreasonable susceptibility on the part of | 
the French Government, and rendered necessary on our | 
part by their refusal to perform engagements contained in 
a treaty, from the faithful performance of which by us they | 
are to this day enjoying many important commercial advant- 
ages. 

It is time that this unequal! position of affairs should cease, 


| and that legislative action should be brought to sustain 


executive exertion in such measures as the case requires. | 
While France persists in her refusal to comply with the 
terms of a treaty, the object of which was, by removing all 
causes of mutual complaint, to renew ancient feelings of 
friendship, and to unite the two nations in the bonds of | 
amity and of a mutually beneficial commerce, she cannot | 
justly complain if we adopt such peaceful remedies as the | 
law of nations and the circumstances ef the case may | 
authorize and demand. Of the nature of these remedies, || 
I have heretofore had occasion to speak ; and, in reference | | 
to a particular contingency, to express my conviction that || 


} 
| 


Since that period, France, by all the depart- 


appropriated the moneys which are necessary to its execu- | 
tion; and, though payment is withheld on grounds vitally || 
important to our existence as an independent nation, it is | 
not to be believed that she can have determined perma- || 
nently to retain a position so utterly indefensible. In the || 
altered state of the questions in controversy, and under all | | 
existing circumstances, it appears to me that, until such a 
determination shall have become evident, it will be rroper 
and sufficient to retaliate her present refusal to comply with || 
her engagements, by prohibiting the introduction of French || 

roducts and the entry of French vessels into our ports. || 

etween this and the interdiction of all commercial inter- | | 
course, or other remedies, you, as the representatives of 
the people, must determine. I recommend the former, in 
the present posture of our affairs, as being the least inju- 
rious to our commerce, and as attended with the least diffi- 
culty of returning to the usual state of friendly intercourse, 
if the Government of France shall render us the justice that 
is due; and, also, as a proper preliminary step to stronger 
measures, should their adoption be rendered necessary by 
subsequent events, 

The return of our Chargé d’Affaires is attended with 
public notices of naval preparations on the part of France, 
destined for our seas. Of the cause and intent of these 
armaments, I have no authentic information, nor any other 
means of judging, except such as are common to yourselves 


! 
of our claims and the obligations of the treaty, and has | 
| 


' 
' 
} 
} 


| 
| 
' 
| 
| 





| general tone and spirit. 
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and to the public ; but whatever may be their object, we are 
not at liberty to regard them as unconnected with the meas- 
ures which hostile movements on the part of France may 
compel us to pursue. They at least deserve to be met by 
adequate preparation on our part, and I therefore strongly 
urge large and speedy appropriations for the increase of the 
Navy, and the completion of our coast defenses. 

If this array of military force be really designed to affect 
the action of the Government and pecely of the United 
States on the question now pending between the two na- 
tions, then indeed would it be dishonorable to pause a mo- 
ment on the alternative which such a state of things would 

resent to us. Come what may, the explanation which 


) 
France demands can never be accorded ; and noarmament, 


however powerful and imposing, at a distance, or On our 


|; coast, will, I trust, deter us from discharging the high duties 


which we owe to our constituents, to our national charac- 
ter, and to the world. 

The House of Representatives, at the close of the last 
session of Congress, unanimously reso!ved that the treaty 
of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, anid ite exe- 
cution insisted on by the United States. It is due to the 
welfare of the human race, not less than to our own in- 
terests and honor, that this resolution should, at all hazards, 
be adhered to. If, after so signal an example as that given 
by the American people, during their long-protracted diffi- 
culties with France, of forbearance under accumulated 
wrongs, and of generous confidence in her ultimate return 
to justice, she shall now be permitted to withhold from us 
the tardy and impertect indemnification which, after years 
of remonstranec and discussion, had at length been solemn- 
ly agreed on by the treaty of 1831, and to set at nought the 
obligation it imposes, the United States will not be the only 
sufferers. The efforts of humanity and religion, to substi- 


| tute the appeals of justice and the arbitrament of reason 


for the coercive measures usually resorted to by injured 
nations, will receive little encouragement from such an 
issue. By the seleetion and enforcement of such lawful 
and expedient measures as may be necessary to prevent & 
result so injurious to ourselves and so fatal to the hopes of 
the philanthropist, we shall, therefore, not only preserve 
the pecuniary interests of our citizens, the independence 
of our Government, and the honor of our country, but do 
much, it nay be hoped, to vindicate the faith of treaties, 
and to promote the general interests of peace, civilization, 
and improvement. ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuineton, January 15, 1836. 


A message was also received from*the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by Mr. Dongcson, 
his Private Secretary, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate, a report from the 
Secretary of State, relative to a letter written by 
the French Minister, the Duc de Broglie, to 
Mr. Pageot, the French Chargé d’Affaires in this 
country; also, transmitting the copy of a letter 
written to Mr. Forsyth, by the French Minister 
to this country, M. Serrurier, which contained 
exceptionable expressions, and was, therefore, 
not communicated to Congress, together with the 
correspondence that took place on that occasion, 

[For accompanying documents, see Appendix, 
page 22.] . 

Mr. CLAY moved that the messages, with the 
accompanying documents, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; whereupon, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that he had been so 
much gratified with the message which had just 
been read, that he could not, and he thought he 
ought not, at this the very first moment, to refrain 
from expressing his entire approbation of its 
He had watched with 
intense anxiety the progress of our unfortunate 
controversy with France. He had hoped, sin- 
cerely hoped, that the explanations which had 
been made by Mr. Livingston, and officially ap- 


|| proved by the President of the United States, 


would have proved satisfactory to the French 
Government. In this he had found his hopes to 
be vain. After this effort had failed, he felt a 


| degree of confidence, almost amounting to moral 


assurance, that the last message to Congress 
would have been hailed by France, as it was by 


|| the American people, as the olive-branch which 


would have restored amity and good understand- 
ing between us and our ancient ally. Even in 


| this, he feared, he was again doomed to be dis- 


appointed. The Government of France, unless 
they change their determination, will not consider 
this message as sufficient. We have the terms 
clearly prescribed by the Duc de Broglic, upon 
which, and upon which alone, the French Govern- 
ment will consent to eomply with the treaty, and 
to pay the five millions of doliars to our injured 
fellow-citizens, Speculation is now at an end. 
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The clouds and darkness which have hung over 
this question have vanished. 
clearas a sunbeam. The money will not be paid, 
says the organ of the French Government, unless 
the Government of the United States shall address 
its claim officially in writing to France, accompa- 
nied by what appeared to him, and he believed 
would appear to the whole American people with- 
out distinction of party, to be adegrading apology. 
‘The striking peculiarity ofthe case—the one which 
he would undertake to say distinguished it from 
any other case which had arisen in modern times— 
in the intercourse between independent nations, 
was, that the very terms of this apology were dic- 
tated to the American Government by the French 








Seeretary for Foreign Affairs. One of these terms | 


was, that ithad never entered into the intention— 
pensée, the thought—of this Government to call in 
question the good faith of the Government of 
Pune. ; 

But the French Government proceed still fur- 
ther. Upon the refusal to make this apology, 
which they ought to have known would never 
be made—could never be made—they are not 
content to leave the question where it then was. 
They have given us notice, in advance, that they 
will consider our refusal to make this degrading 
apology an evidence that the misunderstanding 
did not proceed on our part from mere error and 
mistake, 

In addition to all this, the last note of the Duc 
de Broglie to Mr. Barton declares that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States knows that hence- 
forward the execution of the treaty must depend 
upon itself. They thus leave us to decide whether 
we shall make the apology in the prescribed terms, 
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it is now made || 








not against a foreign Power, but against one of 
the sovereign members of this Confederacy. He 
came there with a deep conviction that there 
would be no war with our ancient ally—not 
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because he did not see many indications of an | 


approaching contest, but that the cause was too 


| frivolous for two nations living under constitu- 


tions, at this enlightened period, to be plunged 
into war. He could not look at the small mag- 


nitude of the claim involved, and the extreme || 
frivolousness of the controversy, without indulg- | 


ing the hope that the peace of the country would 
be preserved—that that greatest of all calamities, 
a war with our ancient ally, with whom, on all 
considerations, the most friendly relations ought 
to be preserved, would be avoided. This message 
had dispelled those popes and the speech of the 


|Senator from Pennsylvania had confirmed the 


apprehensions it excited. He would not say that 
war was intended; but he would say, that the 
conduct of the Executive, as far as he was capable 


_of comprehending it, had been calculated to pro- 


duce that result. He was bound to speak with 
candor, representing, as he did, one of the sov- 
eign States, and was compelled to say that his 
delusions were dispelled. He must say, that the 
only course has See pursued, by which the 
yeace of the country has been put in jeopardy. 
f war comes, with all its attendant calamities, 


truth impelled him, love of country impelled hin, | 
and love of justice impelled him, to declare who 


were the authors of it. No man could be more 


sensible how painful it was, in a contest such as 


or abandon our claim to the fulfillment of the 


treaty. 

He would not allow himself to express the feel- 
ings Which were excited in his mind upon hearing 
these letters of the Duc de Broglie read. Most 
sincerely, most ardently, did he hope that the 
French Government, one this message reaclLes 
them, if not before, might reconsider their de- 
termination, and that all our difficulties might yet 
passaway. But their language is now clear, spe- 
cific, incapable of ambiguity or doubt. It would 


then become our duty calmly, but firmly, to take | 
such a stand as the interests and the honor of | 


the country may require. 


this, to stand on the side he did. He well re- 
membered that, twenty-four years ago, he raised 


his voice for war, because he believed that it was | 


just, necessary, and unavoidable, without an 
utter sacrifice of everything we held sacred. The 
reasons that then impelled him to raise his voice 
for war now impelled him to wish for peace— 


justice, the honor of the nation, and the interests | 


_of the country, were deeply involved. ° 


|| beginning of the negotiations, after the 


Mr. B. had already said much more than he || 


intended when he rose. 


felt a proper degree of confidence—he might add 
a greatdegree of confidence—in the President of 
the United States. 
and firm, and faithful to his country; prompt to 
resent its injuries and avenge its wrongs. He 
confessed he had anticipated a message of a 
stronger character. He had supposed¢hat a gen- 
eral non-intercourse with France would, at least, 
have been recommended. 


French ships or French productions to enter our 
ports. It left France free to receive her supplies 


He would, however, | 
make anviher remark before he took his seat. He | 


jut the recommenda- | 
tion was confined to the mere refusal to admit | 


He knew him to be honest \| 


of cotton from the United States, without which || 
the manufactures of that country could not exist. || 
This was wise, it was prudent; it left to France || 


to judge for herself, if this unnatural contest must 
still continue, whether she would close her ports 
against our vessels and our productions. 


precisely the time,) Congress passed an act to 
carry into effect our part of the treaty. 
this treaty, the wines of France had ever since 
been admitted into the United States upon the 


favorable terms therein stipulated. Her silks | 
were imported free of duty, in contradistinction | 
to those which came from beyond the Cape of | 
ears been enjoying | 
these privileges, Nothing milder, then, could pos- | 
recommended than to withdraw these | 
advantages from her, and to exclude her vessels | 


Good Hope. She had for 
sibly 


and her productions from our ports. 


Mr. CALHOUN had been constrained to hear | 


this message with far different sentiments than 
those expressed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Bucuanan.] The gentleman declared 
that he had never heard a message with greater 
pleasure. For my part, (said Mr. C.,) I have 
never heard one with more profound regret from 
the same high quarter, except the one leveled, 


Under | 


He would go no further back than the treaty 
with France, to show how little cause there was 
to involve the country in a war. From the very 
c resent 
King of France came to the throne, the French 
Ministry took the ground that, although they 
themselves were well disposed to pay the indem- 


|| nity, there were some apprehensions that the 


Legislative Chambers might not be willing to 
make the necessory appropriation. We all re- 
member (said Mr. C.) that Louis Philippe had 
just come into power. He came in on popular 
principles, and the veryman who had most con- 
tributed to his elevation, General La Fayette, was 


_our warmest friend. But from the very first open- 


ing of the negotiations, we were warned that the 
Legislative Chambers might not make the appro- 
priations. This was notall. In the last stage 
of the negotiations, when Mr. Rives urged the 
conclusion of the treaty, he was told that they 
feared the result would be, instead of putting the 
relations of the two countries on a more friendly 
footing, that of involving them in still greater 
difficulties; for they feared that the Chambers 
would not make the appropriations to carry the 
treaty into effect. If he (Mr. C.) had had the 


| slightest expectation that there would be a dis- 





cussion on the message this morning, he would 


| have been prepared with the necessary documents 
In the spring of 1832, (Mr. B. did not recollect || 


from which to quote the correspondence verbatim; 
but, as it was, he pledged himself for the truth of 
what he stated in substance. Under such cir- 
cumstances, the French Minister begged Mr. 
Rives to wait until the French Chambers were 
consulted, before concluding the treaty; but to 
this request Mr. Rives was not willing to accede. 
Now, he put it to every man of honor, whether, 
in accepting this treaty, at the time and under the 
circumstances we did, we did not take it with the 
condition, that the French Chambers would make 
the appropriation? He submitted it to the judg- 
ment of every man, whether this was not the ex- 
tent of the obligations of the French Ministry? 
Again: what was the implied obligation on our 
part?) It was, that no impediment should be 
thrown in the way of a treaty made under such 
circumstances; but no sooner was the treaty 
made, than our Minister makes a communication 
to this Government, in which he speaks in the 
most exulting terms of his success. This was, 





} 


{ 
| 





rhaps, natural; but what does our Executiye? 
Fre published this correspondence to the world. 
thereby creating the first and principal imped. 
iment in the way of obtaining the appropriations 
from the French Chambers. What next? Before 
the French Chambers had appropriated the mone 
our Secretary of the Treasury drew a bill for the 
first installment of the indemnity, knowing that 
the Chambers had not passed the appropriation 
bill, and knowing that the draft must, therefore, 
necessarily be protested. Under these adverse 
| circumstances, the treaty was brought before the 
Chambers, and, after a most powerful Struggle, 
the Ministers lost the appropriation bill by about 
eight votes—a fact easily accounted for by the 
publication of Mr. Rives’s correspondence. 

The Chambers not having made the appropria- 
tion, who was responsible for the failure? Cer. 
tainly not the French Ministers; forso determined 
were they on this matter, and of such importance 
was it considered, that the Ministry was dis- 
solved, and the Due de Broglie retired from office, 
The French Ministry h ving again and again 
acknowledged that there was an immense aver- 
sion in the Chambers to making the treaty, we 
| should have made great allowances for their sit- 
| uation; it was our duty to apologize; it was our 
duty to sustain the French Ministry; but instead 
of this, at the opening of the next Congress was 
that unfortunate message, which has created the 
present difficulty. It advised the strongest meas- 
ure next to war, to compel the French to make 
the payment. The French Chambers then made 
the appropriation, with the condition annexed, 
that this message should be explained by our 
Government. He (Mr. C.) regretted that this 
condition had been inserted in the appropriation 
bill; and the French Minister could not be justi- 
fied in accepting it but by the belief that, without 
it, the appropriation could not be made. What, 
then, had been the proceedings of our Executive 
under such circumstances? He would not under- 
| take, on such voluminous documents as have just 
been read, to make up an opinion at once. He 
| had not the advantage possessed by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. eee of being 
“oi with the contents of these documents 
| beforehand 
| [Here Mr. Bucwanan said, he had had no 
| other means of being acquainted with the con- 
| tents of the documents than those possessed by 
| the gentleman from South Carolina—the hearing 
t 
| 
| 


hem read from the Secretary’s table. ] 
Mr. C. continued. He would suspend his opin- 
ion for the present; but there were circumstances 
| connected with this message to which there could 
| be no difficulty in referring. He was dissatisfied 
at not having the letter from the French Chargé, 
referred to by the President. Why had they not 
been put in possession of a copy of it? It wasa 
most important letter, and he regretted that they 
had it not. There was another circumstance 
necessary to advert to. The President indicated 
in his message, at the opening of the present ses- 
sion, that he had still hopes that the French would 
pay themoney. Why, then, was not the commu- 
nication then before them withheld until he heard 
how the French Government received his open- 
ing message? Why was our Chargé recalled 
from France before this information could be had? 
Would gentlemen answer? It was certainly a 
matter of course that he should direct our Chargé 
to remain until the annual message was received 
in France. It was certainly a matter of course 
that he should suspend this message, which was 
' certainly a warlike one, until we had heard how 
the message was received in France. But if this 
message reached France before the final determ- 
ination was made there, he (Mr. C.) feared that 
the worst would happen. Of all calamities, he 
feared a war with France, and on the points at 
issue between the two countries, as one of the 
— that could befallus. Wegoto war (said 
| he) for this $5,000,000, and how is it to terminate? 
| How, then,can this debt honorably be discharged? 
The first cannon that is fired will be a receipt in 
full, though we shall be compelled, in honor, to 
continue the war till the debt is paid, or make 4 
dishonorable peace. Which nation can hold out 
the longest in the contest, or which will suffer 
the most? Our means of annoyance , nen 
France were perhaps equal to those of France 
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inst us; but the contest would cost France 


but little, while it would cost us much. We | 


could inflict on France but little injury, while she 
could inflict on us a great deal. Mr.C. regarded 
a war with France as a greater evil than a war 
with England. We could inflict greater injuries 
on England than on France. What greater ca- 
lamity could befall us than a war with France, 
while England remained neutral? By our neu- 
trality, while England was plunged in war, our 
commerce was built up; and in the same way, 


if we go to war with France, will our commerce 
pass into the hands of England, and her navi- | 
gating interest will be built up at our expense. | 


n a war necessary for the honor of the country, 
he would put all these considerations aside; it 


was in such a war that the muscles and sinews | 
of acountry should be stretched to the utmost; 


but insuch a war, where the difficulties in the way 


of amicable edjustment were so frivolous, where | 
the sum of money withheld was only five mil- | 


lions of dollars, shall we (said he) put in jeop- 
ardy our most important interests? Shall we, 


(said he,) at a time when our institutions are in | 


danger, when it is so important to maintain them, 
hazard a war with a foreign power? There never 


was a time (he said) when a war would be so | 


calamitous to this country as the present. If he 
truly understood the dangers in which our insti- 


tutions were involved, he was notextravagant in || 


saying that, if we go into war, it may end in 
their destruction. 

He was content to refer the message and docu- 
ments to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and he hoped that they would consider it with 
the utmost care, and be able to recommend some 
course by which the peace of the country might 
be preserved. He would remind them, however, 
of one thing, that, to arm, would amount to a 
declaration of war; it would put us in a hostile 
attitude towards France. France had sent outa 
fleet, but she had not intended it asa hostile meas- 
ure; and, if we regarded the expressions in the 
official papers of her Government, we should see 
that she believed there was no legitimate cause 
of war. He (Mr. C.) regarded the situation in 
which the parties stood. As his colleague [Mr. 
Preston] { 
should the defendant be the first to commit an 
act of aggression? If we arm, (said Mr. C.,) 
France will further arm; and, between the two 
countries arming, there will be further cause for 
war. He could not (he said) sit still in his place, 
after hearing a message of that character, and 


after what had been said by the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania, without making these few remarks. || 


He trusted that war would not take place and he 


deemed it due to his station there to say that he | 
did not believe there, was a legitimate cause for it. | 
Mr. CUTHBERT obseryed, that in the con- | 


cluding remarks of the gentleman who had just 
taken his seat, [Mr. Catnown,] he had said that 
‘* war must inevitably follow the adoption of the 
measures proposed in the message of the Presi- 
dent.” W 

gentleman express his sentiments with regard to 
this result? If you arm, said the gentleman, war 
is to follow. Then an American Legislature was 


told that we must remain in a state of passive in- | 


activity !—another nation arming!—that for the 
defense of our national honor and interests we 
dare not arm lest war might follow! Did not the 
blood boil in every American bosom when senti- 
ments such as these were heard in an American 
Legislature? What! not arm when a powerful 
fleet was approaching our coasts! Not arm when 
the rights and dignity of the country were in- 


volved! Oh! shame, shame! that such language | 


should be heard from the tongue whose glowing 
eloquence once kindled a patriotic flame in every 
American bosom, when the rights of his country 
were assailed as they are now! He could not sit 
still and be silent when he heard such language 
coming from such a quarter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, when he made the ob- 
servations which had called forth the remarks of 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnocn,] 


he had believed the message to be the harbinger | 


of peace and notof war. This was still his opin- 
ion. In this respect he differed entirely from 
the gentleman. Under this impression, he had 
then risen merely to remark, that, considering the 





vad observed the other day, why | 


ar must follow; and how did the | 
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| provocation which we had received, the tone, the || appropriation for the improvement of the Illinois 
| eet and the recommendations themselves of the and Kaskaskias rivers; on the subject of surveys; 
resident were mild and prudent, and were well | and on the subject of pensioning those who fought 
calculated to make an impression upon France, || in the Indian wars previous to the treaty of 
and to render her sensible of her injustice. | Greenville; all of which were severally referred. 

It had been far from his intention to excite a || Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of Co- 
general debate upon the French question, and he | lonel Richard Madison, of Missouri, praying to 
would not be drawn into it now by the remarks be remunerated for a horse lost in the last Indian 
of the Senator from South Carolina. He must, | campaign, for which he became responsible, and 
however, be permitted to say, he was sorry, very || for which he had been compelled to pay; which 
sorry, that the gentleman had proclaimed that, if | was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
war should come, we are the authors of that war; Mr. RUGGLES presented two petitions from 
and it would be the fault, not of the French, but | sundry citizens of Monroe, praying for the es- 
of the American Government. Such a declara- | tablishment of mail routes; which were referred 
tion, proceeding from such a source, from a voice | to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
so powerful and so potent, would be heard upon |; Roads. 
the other side of the Atlantic, and there might Petitions were also presented by Messrs. 
produce a most injurious effect. He was happy SOUTHARD, PORTER,CLAYTON,SWIFT, 
to say, that this sentiment was directly at war | NAUDAIN, PRENTISS, SHEPLEY, and 
with that of our Committee on Foreign Relations, |; WRIGHT. 
who, irtheir report of last session, had expressed HARBOR OF PENSACOLA. 
their decided opinion that the American Govern- || ad : 5 
ment, should it become necessary, must insist _Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
upon the execution of the treaty. It was at war | Naval Affairs, reported a bill making an appro- 
with the unanimous resolution of the House of |) P™a&tvon for deepening the harbor of Pensacola, 
Representatives of the same session, declaring and for constructing a dry-dock at that place; 
that the treaty must be maintained. He Roliavod | which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
it was 2 at war with = feelings and opin- |) NOTICE OF BILLS. 
ions of the American people. . rI@ ' _ ‘ 

While he exprcanek bie hone pasa his belief that Mr. aan ee Lae assay a he would to- 
this message would prove to be the olive branch || MO'TOW ask leave to Dring in a ill for tye relief 

S E _of Christopher T. Baily. 


ace, Stl ‘re Was so c ‘ertainty 1 . ry ’ . 
of peace, still there was so much uncert a2 in Mr. CLAYTON gave notice that he would to- 


the event, that it now became our imperative dut s : : ; 
bene ase ratify agile ia “pak (s id Mr. B , morrow’ask leave to bring in a bill to establish 
»pare for the st. She », (said Mr. B. eos > 
Pre ; »’ |, the Territory of Wisconsin. 


| whilst a powerful fleet is hovering along our 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


southern coast, in a menacing attitude, sit here, 
f W i > Preside e means which : . . 

_ and withhold from the President the means whicl The following resolutions were submitted, and 

| lie on the table one day: 


are necessary to place the country in a state of 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: 


defense? He trusted this would never, never be 
the case. 





|| The message and documents were then referred || Resolved, ‘That so much of the resolution of the Senate 
| ‘ ittee ‘oreia” lations of the 14th April, 1834, as makes the execution of any 
| to ghe Committee on Fore ign Relations. | orders of the Senate for the printing of documents for its 
* OTHER EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | use depend upon a similar order on the part of the other 








The Chair announced a report from the Secre- || House, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 
tary of the Treasury, made in compliance with || By Mr. LINN: 
the resolution of the Senate of the 31st instant, || Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
_ showing the amount of revenue that has accrued |; meueons - coe ere Se <a by 
. , PES ibe ‘ y for the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
from all sources since the 2oth of September last; river, from the mouth of the Des Moines river, in the Ter 
—e on vate by Mr. Caruoun, was ordered atone of Michigan, to Fort Crawford, Prairie du Chien, in 
to be printed. said Territory. 
The Chair also communicated a report from the eee eee - = ae Lands be 
. . ‘te < e } ‘'y 
Secretary of the Treasury, on the subject of the extending the right of cocicadaion 6s ies telnaee ofan lead 
accounts of Daniel Vanpelt; which was referred || mines in the Territory of Michigan. 
| to the Committee on Commerce. Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
, a: instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. | appropriation fur the speedy o_o of a public rail road 
Mr. LINN presented the petition of Beverly |, fom Milwaukie bay, on Lake ae through the Uni- 
. = 5S % ‘d States lez ines, i prritory : Mississippi 
Allen, praying that an act of Congress be passed |, ane mk said Territory, to the Mississippi 
to authorize him to locate a confirmed tract of Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
land on any unappropriated public land; which |! ed to inquire into the expediency of erecting light-houses 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land |, 0" suitable sites at the mouth of the Detroit river, of lake 
Claims Erie, at the mouths of Saginaw river, of lake Huron, at 
ams. ‘i , Wagooshanee, or Fox Point, in the strait of Michilimacki 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from || nac, and at the mouths of the Grand Kalamazoo, Milwaukie, 
«number of the officers of the insurance compa- || 2nd Root rivers, of lake Michigan, and also for the improve- 
nies uf Philadelphia, and a number of merchants ae e 5 ae at the an oa are i ba 
‘: coal : * 40 . | esotved, he committee inquire into the expe 1- 
of that ¢ iy, praying that - appropriation mny | ency of causing the lead mines of the United States to be 
be passed for the repairs of the piers at New || sold as other public lands are. 
| Castle, and to clear out its harbor; and also pray- Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ing that it may be made a port of entry; which ed to oe — = oxpesseney ot —s appropriations 
, cf ‘ =e hac ‘ 5 to improve the harbors at the mouths of St. Joseph, Kalama- 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, z00, Milwaukie, and Root rivers of Lake Michigan, and for 
Mr. McKEAN presented a petition from sun- |) removing the bar at the mouth of Clinton river, of Lake St. 
dry merchants of the city of Philadelphia, pray- || Clair, in Michigan Territory. 
ing for an appropriation to construct anew the || Resolved, ae Bocvatesy ~rn be directed to com- 
pices at Reedy Island, and to erect a light-house || uumicte the Senate the report of the cniner deta 
on the same; and also to erecta light-house 00 || river, at the city of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware, 
Brandywine Shoals, in the river Delaware; which || together with the estimates of the said engineer for the im- 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, _|| Provement of the said river. 
‘i ar f ais || Resolved, That the Committee on the Pos? Office and 
_Mr. KENT presented a petition from sundry | Pdst Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
citizens of Georgetown, District of Columbia, || establishing a snail route from Butler, in Butler county, to 
praying for the recharter of the District banks; || Franklin, in Venango county, in the State of Pennsylvania. 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis-|} yy . : : 
: ; ‘|| Mr. WHITE prefaced the introduction of his 
trict of Columbia. | resolution with ead remarks, which were fol- 
Ta sae i , e Cre ’ ‘ 
Mr. ROBIN SON presented the petition of sun- '| lowed by Mr. GRUNDY, in reply: 
dry citizens of Quincy, Illinois, praying for the | ; 


establishment of a post route; which was re- | ; Raat, Tas eo esreey of Wet Be, and “A pene 
| fe > i |, Is, requested to inform the Senate what office Benjamin rf. 
| Brat bg Committee on the Post Office and | Carry holds in the Cherokee nation; under what law he 
ij; £0 ads. 


f was appointed, and at what time, what salary he receives, 
Mr. R. also presented sundry resolutions of || and whether he has at any time received any allowance in 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois on the sub- || 24dition to his salary, and how much ; stating particularly 


|! ject of the relinquishment of the sixteenth sections | “¥@ Whole amount he has received each year. 


|| appropriated for school lands and the location of || On motion by Mr. CLAY, the Senate then 
' other lands in lieu thereof; on the subject of an! adjourned, : 


| 


| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 18, 1836. 

The petition heretofore presented by Mr. 
Avams, from citizens of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia, and the quesuons growing out of the 
same, were, on motion by Mr. HAWES, further 
postponed until Thursday next. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by | 
Messrs. EVANS, HALL, JARVIS, and MA- 
SON, of Maine; 

Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hampshire. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States by Mr. Donetson, his Private 
Secretary. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up the message 
from the President. | 

No objection being made, the Speaker laid 
before the House a message from the President 
of the United States. [Same as published in the 
Senate proceedings, p. 113. 

Mr. McK EON submitted a preamble and reso- 
lutions referring the message and documents to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, &c. 

Jefore the resolutions were read— { 

Mr. MERCER inquired whether they were in 
order ? 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. PINCKNEY asked for the reading of the 
documents accompanying the message, but sub- 
sequently withdrew the request. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said, it was his 
intention to move that the message and docu- 
ments be referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs, and printed. The House could not be | 
sufficiently advised on the subject by merely 
hearing the papers read; and he thought every 
step which was taken on this subject should be 
marked by the most mature deliberation. 

Mr. McKEON remarked, that his resolution 
contemplated a reference to the proper committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, requested 
that the documents accompanying the message be 
read; which was done. 

After the documents had been read by the | 
Clerk, 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved that the | 
message, and accompanying documents, be re- || 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and | 
printed. 

Mr. McKEON said, he should not embarrass 
that motion by then offering his resolutions, but, 
as soon as the question of reference was decided, 
he would ask the House to take up the resolutions. | 

Mr. HAWES moved that twenty thousand 
extra copies be printed. | 

Mr. MASON moved to take the questions of 
reference and printing separately. 

The motion to refer was then agreed to, as was 
that of Mr. Hawes, to print twenty thousand 
extra copies, 

Mr. McK EON then asked leave of the House | 
to submit his resolutions. 
Objection being made, Mr. McKEON moved 
to suspend the rules of the House, and asked 
leave to have the resolution read. 

This was objected to. 

Mr. McKEON then remarked that he was 
desirous of submitting the resolutions he had sent 
to the Chair. He was aware that the rules of 
the House did not permit him to offer them at the 
present moment; but, as they related to our affairs 
with France, the House might be disposed to 
have them read. It was the day for presentation | 
of petitions—he had but little prospect—but ‘he 
informed the House the resolutions approved the 
deiermination of the executive branch of this 
Government not to submit to giving explanations, 
and he should take an early opportunity of pre- 
senting them to the House. fe then withdrew | 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. || 

The House then resumed the presentation of 
petitions and memorials. 

Petitions and memorials were further presented 
b 


y 
Mr. BEAN, of New Hampshire: 
Messrs. GRENNELL, CUSHING, PHIL- | 
LIPS, and ADAMS, of Massachusetts. u 


THE CONGRESHONAL ‘GLOBE. 


Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of certain | 
inhabitants of the State of Massachusetts, pray- | 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND regretted that the gentleman 
had thought proper to present the memorial. He 
felt constrained to move the question of consid- 
eration, 

Mr. ADAMS said he presumed that the ques- || 
tion was subject to the doalon upon the appeal 
taken by him, on a former occasion, from the 
decision of the Chair. \] 

Mr. PINCKNEY wished, in order that gentle- 
men might have an opportunity of presenting | 
their petitions, to make the motion that the pre- || 
liminary question be laid on the table. | 

Mr. ADAMS said, the appeal which he had | 
taken from the decision of the Chair, on a former 
occasion, was founded on a desire, on his part, | 
that the subject should not be discussed so as to 
consume the whole of the day set apart’ for the || 
presentation of petitions. ith these views, he | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 


{ 


was willing to allow the gentleman from South 
Carolina to make the motion that the subject be 
laid on the table, to be taken up and decided on at 
the same time with the other petitions. 

Mr. PINCKNEY then moved to lay the motion 
on the table. | 

Mr. HAMMOND inquired whether the motion | 
of his colleague was in order? The petition not || 
having been received, there was nothing to Jay on 
the table. 

The CHAIR said that the motion was in order. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts had moved | 
that the petition be received. Itwas competent to 
lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a similar petition to the | 
foregoing, for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. | 

Mr. HAMMOND again moved the question of | 
reconsideration. He gave notice that he would 
make the same motion in every similar case, until | 
he could procure a direct vote on the subject. © 

The preliminary question was postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Similar petitions were presented by Messrs 
CALHOUN, LINCOLN, GRENNELL, and 
JACKSON, of Massachusetts, upon which the 
question of reception was made; and, on motion 
by Mr. GIDEON LEE, postponed until to-mor- 
row. 

Petitions were also presented by 

Messrs. REED and LAWRENCE, of Massa- 
chusetts; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

Messrs. PHELPS, INGHAM, HALEY, and | 
JUDSON, of Connecticut. 

{Mr. Jupson presented the following petitions, 
and on motion the same were referred, viz: Jed- | 
uthim Simons, praying a pension for revolution- 
ary services; Benjamin Smith, for the same; 
Benjamin Bebbins, for the same; Stephen Ben- | 
net, for the same.] 

Messrs. ALLAN, SLADE, and JANES, of | 


Vermont. 
SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


[Mr. Stave presented memorials, praying for | 
the abolition of clay and the slave trade in the | 
District of Columbia, of one hundred females of | 
Cornwall, in the State of Vermont; of four hun- | 
dred and twenty-six females in the county of | 
Madison, in said State; of three hundred and 
thirty-six;male citizens of McConnellsville, in the || 
State of New York; and of the officers and stu- | 
dents of Oncida Institute, in said State, which he | 
moved should be referred to a select committee. ] 

wo GLASCOCK moved that they be not re- | 
ceived. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE moved to lay the motion 
on the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JANES, of Vermont, presented a petition | 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Col- | 
umbia. | 

Mr. HAMMOND demanded the preliminary | 


| 
| 
\ 
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|| 











| 
' 


| 
| 


epee of reception, which motion was laid on 
the table. | 

Messrs. WARDWELL, CHAPIN, PAGE, | 
P. C, FULLER, VANDERPOEL, TURRILL, | 
CAMBRELENG, GILLET, LAY, RUSSELL, | 
McKEON, and HAZELTINE, of New York. | 


{Mr. Warpwe.t presented a memorial of sun- 








January 18, 


dry inhabitants of the State of New York, askine 
for an appropriation of money to be expended in 


' the construction of a harbor at the mouth of the 
river St. Joseph, in the Territory of Michigan. 


Also, similar memorials for the improvement of 
the harbor at the mouth of Sandy Creek and of 


| Salmon river, Mexico Bay, Lake Ontario.} 


Mr. CHAPIN, of New York, presented the 
pone of William Wickham, of Wayne county, 


| New York, asking to be remunerated for a dwe}]- 
| ing house destroyed by the enemy. 


Mr. TURRILL presented several petitions, 


|| asking an appropriation to construct a ship canal 
| round the Falls of Niagara. 


Mr. RUSSELL presented a petition from sun- 
dry individuals, praying the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND demanded the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE moved that the prelimi- 


| nary question of non-reception be laid on the 


table; which was agreed to. 

Messrs. PARKER, SCHENCK, and DICK- 
ERSON, of New Jersey. 

Messrs. POTTS and McKENNAN, of Penn- 


| Sylvania. 


Mr. McKENNAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of Pennsylvania; one of which 
prayed for the abolition of slavery, and the other 
for the suppression of the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved that they be not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE moved to lay the motion 
on the table. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked for the yeas and 
nays on the question. 

fr. WISE moved a call of the House; which 
was lost. 

Upon counting for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the call for the yeas and nays was sec- 
onded, there appeared to be no quorum voting. 

Mr. WISE again moved a call of the House; 
which was lost. 

Upon a second count, a quorum was found to 
be in attendance, and the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

Upon the question to lay the motion, that the 
petitions be not received, on the table, (which 


| was understood merely asa postponement of the 


subject until to-morrow,) the vote was as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, 
Ashley, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, 
Bockee, Bond, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Brown, Bunch, 
Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, 
John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
Corwin, Craig, Cramer,Cushing, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, 
Dickerson, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Evans, 
Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, 
William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, 
Gillet, Granger, Grantland, Graves, Haley, Hall, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Harlan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Hoar, Hopkins, 
Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, 
Lucas, Lyon, Abijai Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson 
Mason, Maury, May, MeCarty, McComas, McKay, Mc- 
Keon, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, 
Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patter- 
son, James A. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 


| Phelps,"Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 


nolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, Sey- 
mour, William B. Shepard, Augustine 1. Shepperd, Shields, 
Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Suther- 
land, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas J. Thomson, Toucey, 
Towns, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vandcrpoel, Vinton, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Lewis Williams, 
Sherrod Williams, and Wise—177. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Borden, Briggs, John Calhoon, 
yeorge Chambers, John Chambers, Clark, Darlington, 
Denny, Everett, Forester, Glascock, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hammond, Hard, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Holsey, 
Janes, Lincoln, McKennan, McLene, Morris, Parker, 
Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, Sloane, 
Sprague, Webster, White, and Whittlesey—37. 

Mr. HEISTER, of Pennsylvania, presented 
several petitions praying the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved that they be not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. LEE, of New York, moved to lay the mo- 
tion on the table. 


Mr. L. said, he deemed it proper to explain 
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his motives. This day is especially appropriated 
to the presentation of 
uents. Several mem tf 
portunity to present the petitions they had brought 
from home with them. Every county and town 
in the nation is interested, and should at least be 
permitted to have their petitions before the appro- 
priate committees. Gentlemen know this class 
of petitions have already provoked excited and 
protracted discussions. I know they will continue 
to do so whenever they come into discussion. 
The object of my motion is to prevent such dis- 
cussion to-day, in exclusion of all other petitions. 

I wish it distinctly understood that [ amin favor 
of the reception of every petition, whatever may 
be the prayer, provided the language be deco- 
rous, and free from immorality. I will vote for 
the reception of them to-morrow. 

The motion to lay the preliminary question on 
the table was agreed to. 


OTHER PETITIONS. 


Petitions were also presented by Messrs. GAL- 
BRAITH, MILLER, HARPER, SUTHER- 
LAND, DARLINGTON, MORRIS, CHAM- 
BERS, HUBLEY, ASH, BEAUMONT, FRY, 
BANKS, KLINGENSMITH, INGERSOLL, 
LAPORTE, MANN, and DENNY of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

{Messrs. Daruincton, Morris, CHamBers, 
and Denny, presented various petitions, praying 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia; upon each of which Mr. Hammonp 
demanded the question of consideration; and, on 
motion by Mr. Gipron Lee, the preliminary ques- 
tion of reception on each petition was laid on the 
table.] 

{Mr. Mann, of Pennsylvania, presented the 
petition of Frederick Rice, of Bedford county, 
praying compensation for services rendered dur- 
ing the revolutionary war; which, on his motion, 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. M. asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to submit a resolution of inquiry; which 
was objected o 

Mr. ‘MILLI AN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. PIERCE, STEELE, WASHING- 
TON, McKIM, TURNER, HOWARD, and 
THOMAS, of Maryland; 

Messrs. MASON, JONES, WISE, MERCER, 
DROMGOOLE, MORGAN, CRAIG, COLES, 
LUCAS, GARLAND, JOHNSON, ROBERT- 
SON, and TALIAFERRO, of Virginia; 

Messrs. W. B. SHEPARD and DEBERRY, 
of North Carolina; 

Messrs. GRIFFIN, PINCKNEY, and MAN- 
NING, of South Carolina; 

Messrs. OWENS, TOWNS, and GRANT- 
LAND, of Georgia; 

Messrs. HARLAN,GRAVES, WILLIAMS, 
and CHAMBERS, of Kentucky. 

Messrs. JOHNSON, STANDEFER, and the 
SPEAKER, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. STORER, KILGORE, WEBSTER, 
KENNON, CHANEY, McLENE, MASON, 
PATTERSON, and WHITTLESEY, of Ohio. 

(Mr. Parrerson presented the survey and esti- 
mate for improving the harbor at Vermilion river, 
on Lake Erie, in the State of Ohio. 

Also, the petition for a beacon light on Cedar 
Point, at the mouth of Sandusky bay.] 

Mr. WHITTLESEY presented an abolition 
memorial. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved that it be not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. G. LEE moved to lay the motion on the 
table; which was agreed to. 

(Mr. Kennon presented a petition for the erec- 
tion of a bridge across the Ohio river, at Wheel- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals; also, a petition for a route 
from Cambridge to Plainfield, and from New 
Washington to Port Washingten; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Messrs. JOHNSON, GARLAND, and RIP- 
LEY, of Louisiana. 

Messrs. CARR, HANNEGAN, McCARTY, 
DAVIS, BOON, and KINNARD, of Indiana. 

Mr. CARR presented the following joint res- 
olution of the General Assembly of the 


| 


| 


poanene from our constit- || 
rs have not had an op- | 


: 


| of Indiana. 





| 











| 


State of |! 


| ate committees: 


the revolutionary war. 


and claim of Lewis Wernedag & Co., for com- 
pensation for extra work on the Cumberland 


cents per acre, and the selection of an equal quan- 
— sections, in lieu thereof; | 

sommittee on the Public Lands; | 
also, papers in relation to the claims of sundry |! 


Indiana; which was received, and upon his mo- | 
tion ordered to be printed. 


A Joint Resolution on‘the subject of admission of Michigan 
Territory into the Union. 


Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, | 
and our Representatives requested, to oppose the admission 
of the people of Michigan as a State of the Union, unless 
they by their constitution shall acknowledge the northern 
boundary of Indiana. 

Resolved, That the said Senators be instructed, and our 
Representatives requested, to unite their efforts with the | 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from Ohio, to 
obtain a permanent establishment of the northern bound- 
ary of Ohio, on a parallel line with the northern boundary | 


Be it further resolved, That bis Excellency the Govern- 
or be requested to forward a copy of the foregoing reso- 
lutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 

CALEB B. SMITH, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

DAVID WALLACE, 
President Senate. 


ApPROVED January 6, 1836. N. NOBLE. 


By order the Governor transmitted, 
J. L. KETCHAM. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the foregoing reso- 
lution was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

{Mr. Hanneean presented petitions for a post 
route from Newtown, by the way of Rob Roy, 
Williamsport, and Parish Grove, in the State of 
Indiana, to Lroquois, in Illinois; and for a post 
route from Newtown to Rob Roy, Attica, Wil- 
liamsport, Warren Post Office, and Parish’sGrove, | 
in Indiana, to Iroquois, in Illinois; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. Kinnarp presented the following petitions; | 
which, on his motion, were referred to appropri- 


The petition of Thomas Fitsimmons, praying 


during the war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionory Claims; also, 
‘The petition of inhabitants of the State of In- 
diana and of the Territory of Michigan, praying | 
that an appropriation be made to erect a harbor | 
at the mouth of St. Joseph’s river, on Lake | 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; and 
The petition of William Morgan, praying for | 
the bounty promised to private soldiers during 


On motion by Mr. KINNARD, the petition | 


road, Indiana, were referred to the Committee on 


Illinois. 

[Mr. Casey introduced the petition of sundry 
citizens of Vermilion county, in the State of Ilh- 
nois, praying the establishment of a mail route 


| from Danville to Springficld once in each and 


every week, and that the mail be transported in 

stages from the first day of May to the first day of 

November in each a every year, on the route 

from Indianapolis by way of Crawfordsville, and | 
Covington, Indiana, Danville, Urbana, and Deca- | 
tur, to Springfield, Illinois; also the petition of | 
sundry citizens of Iroquois county, praying the | 
establishment ofa mail route from Crawfordsville, 

Indiana, by Newton, Robroy, Williamsport, | 
Warren P. O., or Rawsville and Pereshes Grove, 

to Iroquois, in Illinois; also, the petition of sundry 

citizens of Edgar county, Lllinois, praying the | 
establishment of a post route from Dixon’s Mills, | 
Part county, Indiana, to Bloomfield, Illinois; also, 
the petition of sundry citizens of Mount Ver- 
non, Jefferson county, in the State of Illinois, | 
praying the establishment of a mail route from 
Carmel, by Albion Lucky Mills, Fairfield, and 
Maulding’s Mills, to Mount Vernon, in Illinois; 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; also, a resolution of the Legislature of 
Illinois, praying the passage of a law authorizing 
the relinquishment of section sixteen in every 
township, when these sections, upon being offered | 
for sale, will not sell for one dollar and thirty-five 


| 
' 
} 
| 
} 


tity of land in 
referred to the 
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property lost in the service of the United States; 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. Rernotps, of Illinois, moved that all peti- 
tions and memorials on file in the Clerk’s office in 
the House of Representatives be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Presented the case of Major Hall, of Washing- 
ton county, Illinois, praying remuneration for a 
horse and gun, lost in the battle of New Orleans, 
in 1815. The petition of the inhabitants of Mil- 
waukie, Michigan Territory, praying that the 
preémption laws be continued. The petition of 
the inkohiniena of Milwaukie, praying a light- 
house and harbor. to be established on Lake 
Michigan, at Milwaukie. The memorial of the 
General Assembly of the State of Ilinois, pray- 
ing thata survey be made of the Kaskaskia river, 
in the State of Illinois. A memorial from the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois, praying a re- 
survey of certain public lands, so as the precise 

uantity of certain tracts may be ascertained. 
‘The petition of the inhabitants of Milwaukie and 
its vicinity, in Michigan Territory, praying a 
road to be made from Milwaukie to Rock river. 
This petition states that Milwaukie is the near- 
est point on the lakes tothe mining district in the 
Territory, and as the transportation of lead 
eastward is necessary and desirable vo the citizens 
and miners, it becomes necessary that a road 
should be made by the General Government. 

Messrs. MARTIN, LAWLER, CHAPMAN, 
and LYON, of Alabama; 

Messrs. ASHLEY and HARRISON, of Mis- 
souri. « 

| Mr. Harrison presented the petitions of Jesse 
Watkins and others, praying for remuneration for 


| Indian depredations committed during the war. 
|| Also, the petition of sundry citizens of the State 


| of Missouri, praying Congress to pass a law ex- 
for the bounty promised to revolutionary soldiers || 


tending the right of preémption to actual settlers. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan; 

{[Mr. Jones, of Michigan Territory, presented 
the following, to wit: 

Petition of citizens of Burlington, Des Moines 
county, Michigan Territory, praying of Congress 
the passage of a law for the perfection of their 
titles to their lots in said town of Burlington, and 
that commissioners be appointed to survey the 
same; referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


| A memorial of the citizens of Michigan Terri- 


tory, praying for the construction of a ship and 
steamboat canal around the Falls of Niagara; 


referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


| Petition of citizens of Michigan Territory, pray- 


| ing for an appropriation of $10,000 for building a 
Claims. |] r 


Messrs. MAY, CASEY, and REYNOLDS, of } for the completion of the road from the city of 


bridge across the St. Joseph river at Berrien, and 


| St. Joseph to Niles; referred to the Committee on 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
j 


citizens of Shelby county, for horses and other |. 


Roads and Canals. Petition of George Cubbage, 
praying the establishment by Congress of a board 
of commissioners to investigate and pay the 
claims of individuals for property lost in the 
Indian war of 1832, in Michigan Territory; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. Petition of 
the inhabitants of Michigan Territory, praying 
of Congress an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of St Joseph’s 
river; referred to the Committee on Commerce. ] 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of -Florida. 

Which petitions and memorials (with the ex- 
ceptions stated) were appropriately referred. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


On motion by Mr. GILLET, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
so changing the rates of postage on letters as to adapt the 
same to the denominations of our national currency. 


' On motion by Mr. CRAIG, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
inquire into the propriety of granting a pension to Francis 
Forgus, of the county of Montgomery, and State of Virginia, 
for his services in the war of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. TURRILL, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested 
to inquire into the expediency of causing a survey to be 
taken of the coast of Lake Ontario, including the nver St. 
Lawrence, to the forty-fifth degree of north latitude, and 
also of Lake Erie; in which shall be designated the islands 
and shoals, with the places of anchorage, and also the 
courses and distances between the harbors, capes, or head- 
lands, together with such other matters as may be deemed 
proper for completing an accurate chart of every part of 


said coast. 





= 


cA 


ators, 


2 RAE MS Sh a 


7 IR ES 


ee 
7 


Y 
- 





fis 








On motion by Mr. FRENCH, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
pte into the propriety of granting to Valentine Pierrot, 
of Kentucky, a pension. 


On motion by Mr. RIPLEY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of deepening the 
bar at the mouth of the river Mississippi. 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing David 


Burney, of Mississippi, a revolutionary soldier, on the pen- | 
sion list, or of affording such other relief to him as the | 


justice of the case may seem to require. 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sippi, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of changing the | 


time of holding the United States district courts for the dis- 
trict of Mississippi, from the first Monday in January and 
July, to the first Monday in April and November. 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- | 


sippi, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a hospital at 


Natchez, for the use and accommodation of sick and dis- | 


abled persons navigating the Mississippi and its tributaries, 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- | 


sippl, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making a dona- 
tion to the State of Mississippi of ten thousand acres of land 
in that State, for the purpose of establishing and endowing 
a manual Jabor seminary at some point in the interior of 
the same, with the privilege of iofBing the said land by 
quarter secuuons. 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Missis- 
sipp!, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
arsenal at Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi. 


On motion by Mr. CLAIBORNE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes : 


From Vicksburg, by Benton, Lexington, Black Hawk, | 
Carrollton, Grenada, Coffeeville, Ho-toc -co-fa, Nesho-bo- | 


wa, Mitcheil’s Blutis, Chulahoma, and Holly Springs, Mis- 
sissippi, by La Grange, to Bolivar, Tennessee, twice a 
week. 

From La Grange, Tennessee, by Spring Hill, Matthews’ 
store, and Foster’s store, to Pontatoc, in the Chickasaw 
session. 

From Carollton, by Shongolo, Choctaw Court-house, 
Starkville, and Mayhew, to Columbus. 

From Mitcheli’s Bluffs, by Sardina, Pharsalia, Fanning’s 
atore, Tillitoly, Tuscahona, Chocchuma, Point Veto, La 
Fiore, Braca or Pine Bluffs, and Chula, to Manchester. 


From Winchester, by Paulding’s and Nechoba Court- || 


house, to Louisville, Winston county. 


From Pauldings, by Smith’s Court-house, Westville, and | 


Georgetown, to Gallatin. 

From Livingston, by Puckett’s store, inthe State of Ala- 
bama, through the Shugunachee Valley, in the State of 
Mississippi, by Lauderdale and Scott Court-house, and 
Brandon, to Jackson. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to fur- 
nish this House with a statement of the amount received 
on account of mineral lands leased by the United States 
within the limits of the State of Missouri, during the whole 

riod for which the leasing of said lands was authorized 


y law ; and showing alsothe expenses accrued thereon tor 


collecting rents, making leases, &c. 
And be it further resolved, ‘That the Commissioner of the 


General Land Office be required to furnish this House with | 


a statement, showing, of the mineral lands which were re 
served from sale in the State of Missouri, what quantities 


thereof were sold at the first public sale after the passage | 
of the act subjecting them to be sold as other public lands 


are sold; and also the price for which they were sold. 


On motion by Mr, LYON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing, by law, a post route from Burnt Corn, in Ala- || 


bama, by way of Gadbold’s old store, to Allentown, in Wil- 
cox county. 

Resolved, further, That the same committee inquire into 
the expediency of establishing by law a post route from 
Demopolis, by way of Belmont, to Livingston, in Sumter 


county ; and also, into the expediency of establishing a post | 
route from Linden, in Marengo county, by way of the Flat | 
Settlement, Moscow, and Pennyman’s store, to Livingston, 


in Sumter county ; and also, into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a postroute from Livingston, in Sumter county, by 
way of Horner's store, Hodge's store, near Jugauz Bluff, 
McCarty’s Bluff, and Carrollton, to Washington Court- 
house, in Alabama. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
act for the relief of the inhabitants of East Florida, as to 
extend to them the provision of the 9th article of the treaty 
of the 22d of February, 1819, and to provide for all losses 
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} occasioned by the invasion and occupation of East Florida 


| by the troops of the United States, under the instructions | 
of the President, in pursuance of a secret actof Congress, | 


of 1811. 
} On motion by Mr. MAURY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims || 
, be instructed to inquire into the expediency of extending | 


| 
| 


| the benefit of the commutation act to the heirs of William 


|| Cunningham, a major in the Continental line of Virginia, | 


|| during the revolutionary war. 


| Mr. HARRISON submitted the following res- || 


olution; which was postponed until to-morrow: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
| sale of the saline lands as other public lands of the United 
States now are. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, submitted the 


| 


to-morrow: 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of granting bounties | 


| in land to the mounted militia men, organized militia men, 
|| and rangers, Whoentered the service of the United States 
under the several acts of Congress providing for the defense 
| of the frontier during the late war with Great Britain. 


Mr. LAWLER submitted the following reso- | 


lution : 


structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


|| of Marion, Fayette, Walker, Pickens, Sumter, Marengo, 
| Green, Perry, Bibb, Autauga, ('oosa, Talapoosa, Randolph, 


| Chambers, Benton, Talladega, Shelby, Jefferson, and Tus- | 


caloosa. 


Mr. HUNTSMAN offered the following amend- 


| ment; which was agreed to: 


Federal court, in the western district of Tennessee, at 
| the town of Jackson, to be composed of all the counties, 
| established and to be established between the rivers Ten- 


|} to inquire into the expediency of establishing a district 
| 


nessee and Mississippi, and also the counties of Perry and | 
Hardin, of said State; said court to be holden by the dis- | 


| trict Federal judge now assigned for the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

| The resolution as amended was then agreed to. 
| The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay January 19, 1836. 
Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of John 


tee on the Judiciary. 
Also, the petition of the heirs of David Hop- 
| kins; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


dry citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 
setting forth that the property consumed by the 
late fire in New York 1s a national calamity, and 
must be severely felt in every State and Territory 
in the Union, and suggesting as a remedy the 
| creation by Congress of two hundred millions of 
|| five per cent. stock to be divided between the 
States and Territories and District of Columbia, 
and that the receipts from the sales of the public 
lands be pledged for the gradual redemption of the 


| same; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Finance. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill making an 
appropriation of $8,000, in addition to the unex- 
| pended balance of the appropriation of the last 

year, for the support of the penitentiary in the 
| District of Columbia; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. TYLER, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill from the House 
to incorporate a fire insurance company in the 
_town of Alexandria, reported the same with sev- 
| eral amendments; which were read. 


Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of John Bosworth. 
THE POTOMAC BRIDGE. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that he 


_ would, to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a joint | 
| resolution appropriating the balance of the — 
| 
| 


priation for constructing a bridge across the Poto- 
mac, to the making of a road or street leading 
|| from the Capitol to the said bridge. 


1 SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


. i| 
|| The Senate proceeded to the consideration of || 





| following resolution, which was postponed till | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 


third district of the United States Federal court, to be | 
held at the town of Tuscaloosa, to consist of the counties || 


| And that the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed | 


| Kirkpatrick; v hich was referred to the Commit- | 


Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of sun- |! 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 


January 19, 








| the question on the petition from sundry citizens 
| of Ohio to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 

_lumbia; the question being, ‘* Shall the petition 
be received ?’ 

Mr. LEIGH felt it to be his duty to discuss 
the question upon the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and it was with painful 
reluctance he entered upon the performance of 
| that duty. As to himself, he did not feel dis- 
_ posed to create any excitement on this subject, 

and he certainly had no party feelings. So far 
from being disposed to increase the excitement, 
he was anxious to allay it. 
| There had been three memorials presented to 
'| the Senate—two from Ohio, which the gentleman 
from South Carolina had moved should not be 
received; and one from Pennsylvania, which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, who had present- 
ed it, [Mr. Bucnanan,] had moved to reject. 
They were all of the same tenor—all praying for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
_bia—but widely different in their style. The 
memorial from Pennsylvania said that holding 
slaves was unchristian and inhuman. The same 
class of Christians would deprecate a war as 
/unchristian and inhuman. They had been 
using this language in their sol amemeaie, in 
their counties, and had sent it into other States 
from the States in which they reside. Yet from 
their known peaceable character they never gave 
cause of provocation. There was nothing in 
this petition to give it a different treatment from 
others. 

One of these memorials presented by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, was signed by men, and the 
other by women. As to the one signed by fe- 
males, Es considered it the most offensive. It 
was likely that whoever had framed it expected 
to find indulgence for these ladies; but (said Mr. 
| L.) they have unsexed themselves. These peo- 
| ple (said Mr. L.) complain of being oppressed 
| with a load of sin and grief which we have incur- 

red, and have applied to Congress to relieve them 

from this load of sin and this grievance. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morris] had said 
he hoped some of these people were actuated by 
honest intentions; and a distinction is taken that, 
| whatever their conduct may be, if they are actu- 
ated by honest motives, they are entitled to some 
‘degree of respect. If he could believe they were 
actuated by fanaticism alone, he might think so. 
3ut of all the passions of the human heart, none 
|, was so dangerous as hypocrisy. The petition 
from Pennsylvania he understood was not now 
the, order of the day, and therefore not now un- 
der consideration. Shall we, then, (said Mr. L.) 
| receive the eran pean by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Morris?] The rejection of 
these petitions he did not consider as decisive of 
the question involved. Some gentlemen might 
vote to reject them on account of the language 
contained in them; some from motives of policy 
might think it best not to entertain them; and 
some might think it both unwise and impolitic. 
What was the difference? To admit them ac- 
knowledges a right to be heard—to reject them, 
that there was something in them that from the 
offensive nature of it they ought not to be heard. 
| If they were received, then (said Mr. L.) our 
| tables will be loaded with them. If they were 
rejected, possibly this might for the present pre- 
| vent their petitioning. It had been supposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio that the Constitution 
guarantied a right to these petitioners to be heard 
under the clause which says, the people shall 
meet together peaceably for the redress of griev- 
‘ances, &c. But this was not their own griev- 
ance for which they had asked relief. Under 
pretext of this sacred right, they were intermed- 
ae with the constitutional right of property, at 
the imminent danger of a separation of the Union. 
Their conduct was injurious, offensive, and cal- 
| culated to produce agitation in our social relations 
and to jeopard the Union. He hardly felt the 
‘disrespect to him by those petitions that were 
rejected as soon as they were presented. He 
| could not possibly foresee that this duty or right 
|| to petition imposed upon Congress the duty of 
|| receiving them. They must judge of the right 
| to receive or reject from the contents of the peti- 
| tions themselves. 
Mr. L. knew enough of the feelings of the slave- 
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holding States to satisfy him that it was neces- 
sary that they should come to a direct vote, and 
that the power of Congress should be distinctly 
defined. He hoped that some time during the 
session, this Congress would, by some mode, 
settle this point. What is the constitutional ques- 
tion? (said Mr. L.) No one doubted that the own- 
ers of slaves in the District of Columbia could 
emancipate their slaves. The question is, (said 
he,) can slavery be abolished without the consent 
of the owners of the slaves? [Mr. L. here read 
that part of the Constitution of the United States 
which relates to the location of the seat of Gov- 
ernment, and the jurisdiction of Congress over 
the place of its location.] By this provision 
(said he) Congress was to have exclusive juris- 
diction, not only in the ten-mile square, but also 
in all places soe! to the United States for the 
erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, and dock- 
yards. If taken in absolute terms, then, Con- 
gress had a right not only to abolish slavery in 
all places ceded to the United States, but it hada 
right to enlist in its service regiments of free ne- 
groes—a power of most fearful import. The 
Constitution vests in Congress (said he) all the 

ower over this District which the States have over 
their territories. Congress had that extent of 
power, and no more. You make (said Mr. L.) 
Congress the local Legislature over slavery, (he 
meant in property,) as Virginia and other slave- 
holding States have over their States. Congress 
was bound by a compact, the same as any two 
States of this Union would be. He would illus- 
trate. A compact is entered into between Vir- 
ginia and Maryland over the use of the Potomac; 
.either of those States could use the river so as 
to exclude the other from the use of it. Mr. L. 

roucht to the view of the Senate other cases to 
illustrate his position. I conclude (said he) that 
Congress has no right, upon a compact with 
Virginia, to violate it in regard to this District 
of Columbia. He then’ read the act of cession 
by the Virginia Legislature. He presumed it was 
not contended that Congress could pass an agra- 
rian law, or abolish the right to the land in Vir- 
ginia. By the solemn provision of this law, (said 
Mr. L.,) Congress is interdicted from abolishing 
any right of individuals. He had heard with 
surprise that recently doubts were entertained 
by some, when he well knew of the guards put 
upon this law. He had no idea that, when this 
proviso was incorporated in the act of cession, 
any citizenof Virginia ever thought of their rights 
not being well secured. The caution and wisdom 
that had always marked the course of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature was a sufiicient guarantee for 
the security of their rights. He had looked into 
the act of cession of Maryland, to see if it was 
equally cautious, but did not find it so. He 
would, however, be able to show that it was not 
necessary. Congress had delegated to it the 
same extent of powers Virginia or Maryland 
possessed themselves, and Congress could not 
exercise rights that either of those States could 
could not exercise themselves. 


Within my recollection, (said Mr. L.,) men | 


were more wise then than these disturbers of our 
peace, the Abolitionists. The emancipation of 
slaves had been encouraged and facilitated by 


their laws, (Virginia.) Their courts had sanc- | 


tioned it. Mr. Jefferson had early proposed a 
lan of gradual abolition, and a 
een published in which a detaile 

laid down. In these movements the question of 

the right to abolish it had never been discussed. 


Until very recently, it had never been admitted 
by one single man that the State possessed the | 


ower to abolish slavery. He did not know 
ow Maryland regarded it. 
constitution regarded slaves as lawful property. 
Was it to be that these constitutions, protecting 


property in its broadest sense, were to be disre- | 


garded by Congress? There was one way in 
of Maryland and Virginia had power to abolish 
slavery, not by laws, but by an alteration of their 
constitutions—by the sovereignty of the power 
that framed them. The two States of Maryland 
and Virginia stood precisely on the same footing. 
Mr. L. did not know the opinions of the lawyers 
of Maryland. Congress having derived its whole 
authority from the acts of cession by these two 


THE 


| a strict construction was necessary. 


yr so had | 


scheme was | 


In Maryland the | 


| States, it could not exercise any more power 


than they themselves had. If it could, then there 
was no limit to its Pe clay It may then (said 
Mr. L.) not only abolish slavery, but all property 


|in the District—they might form the inhabitants 


into regiments, and establish an hereditary aris- 
tocracy. He here went into historical illustrations 
at some length. The power demanded (said he) 
is the abolition of slavery in this District. The 
effect would be to embody in the heart of this 
District all the free negroes in this District which 
our laws can make. It would be to make this 
District a receptacle of all the free negroes in this 
Union—to put them then in a situation by which 


they could circulate every species of incendiary 


publications which human ingenuity could invent, 
and to supply the means of insurrection. On the 
Maryland line you find, not (said Mr. L.) the 
free negroes—the white of the Anglo-Saxon race 
were there. He spoke of the tendency to insur- 
rection in the two adjoining States. The Pres- 
ident had a right to call out the militia to suppress 
insurrection. Then, has Congress (said he) a 
right to adopt means to produce insurrection? 
The object is to compel the emancipation of sla- 
very in our States by provoking insurrection, and 
by making our property valucless. To compel 
emancipation In Vici and Maryland, and all 
knew what would follow. It was as clear as 
any principle in ethics or in polities, that that 
which they had no right to do directly they had 
no right to do indirectly. He would have to be 
brief, because gentlemen who had preceded him 
had been very full in their expositions. 

The sweeping clause vesting the power in Con- 
gress to provide for the general welfare was re- 
sorted to as applicable to the power of Congress 
in this question, and also the clause authorizing 
the raising of taxes. The question was, whether 
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Congress could raise taxes for any other purpose | 


than is defined in the Constitution? He was not 
a strict constructionist, and he was certainly nota 
Jatitudinarian. He was fora fair construction of 
the Constitution. Inall matters relating to foreign 
nations you give (said he) a liberal construction, 
because It was evidently sointended by the framers 
of it; but as to that which related to our citizens, 
} Was there 
aman who could scriously believe that Congress 


| could appropriate the money of the Government 
| to the purchase of their slaves?—that it can em- 
| ploy the revenue to that purpose? Sometimes, by 


a very bold construction an inference was given; 
but when argument was used, construction was 
resorted to, only for an extension, and never for 
a limitation of power. All powers were trusts, 
and it was right to look at the extent of the trust 
and limit the power. The power or right of 
petitioning gave to those females who could not 
_abide the pestilential atmosphere of slavery, an 
opportunity to come here and hear the debates. 
He would advert to one otherthing, because, when 
this subject was before the Legislature, he had 
occasion to mention it. Since that debate he had 
read a book entitled ** Slavery,’* by a Mr. E. Chan- 
ning, at Boston. He had never read any paper 
that filled his mind with a deeper sorrow. Before 
he came here he had believed there was a dispo- 
sition pretty strongly manifested in the northern 
States to suppress these mischievous associations, 
to disturb our peace and aoe He was the 
last man to find fault with the conduct of other 
States. It was the habit of his mind, and those 
who knew him well would bear him out that it 
| was the habit of his conversation. It was his 
desire that they would do their duty with modera- 


| 


tion, but with firmness. This book (said Mr. L.) | 


has impaired in my breast the strong hope found- 
ed on the belief deduced from conversations with 
| intelligent gentlemen from non-slaveholding States 
that that intelligence and good sense would be 
exercised to suppress this cause of mischief and 


vain to disguise it) which was weakening the 


age, with the 
design to counteract the efforts of the wise, the 
good, and the prudent. It was distinctly avowed 
in the book itself. Here Mr. L. read several 
| passages from the book, and commented at some 
fnath on each of them. 


c € | agitation throughout the Union, and (it was in | 
which slavery could be abolished. The States || 


In the course of his | poem 
| comments he remarked that the authorentertained | guage than the petition coming from the ladies of 


il 








no sympathy for the whites—for his own race. 
He would say of the whole book, sapientia cetes 
sapientia Dei. 


here was one expression which Mr. L. thought 


peculiarly offensive, and upon which he com- 
mented with some emphasis—which was that, 
‘‘in a slave country they breathed in a pestilence 
more deadly than the plague.”’ 
(said he) in the slaveholding States as vicious as 
in other countries, and it may have occurred that 
a few of the crimes enumerated in the book have 
been committed; but the description was not 
applicable to the general moral condition of the 
slaveholding States. 
of New York, where the parent had exposed the 
life of his child, and was there any man who, in 
his sound sense, would apply this ctreumstance 
as evidence of the moral condition of the whole 
State of New York ? 
number and atrocity of crimes in the non-slave- 
holding States far exceeded the number and atro- 
city of those in the slaveholding States. 
attributed this to a natural consequence of a more 
dense population, 
believed, that among the operatives in the man- 
ufacturing establishments of the northern States 


There are men 


He cited cases in the city 


He had remarked that the 


He 


He hoped, and confidently 


the moral condition of those employed was no 
worse than the slaves of the South. His heart 
would not let him say, the deelaimer of this 
Christian monitor, (the author of the book,) who 
preached good will to all men, was insincere in 
his design. If he did not understand the effect 
of his writings, he was not a competent person 
to write upon the subject. If he did understand 
their effect, then his design was obvious. For 
the great respect he had for the reverend clergy, 
he would not believe his design was to incite in- 
surrection; but he has done more to weaken 
the confidence in the brotherly love of our north- 
ern brethren than the whole exertions of that 
despicable Tappan and company put together. 
They think our minds are prejudiced by our 
interests. They do not, and they cannot know 
that, at the distanee they are from us. Let them 
first inquire into the evils of emancipation or into 
the evils of insurrection, before they decide that 
point. Insurrections excited no alarm when the 
knowledge of them was developed. They were 


| like a clap of thunder: the moment you hear of 
| it all fear is over. 


The sword would soon settle 
it. Did they suppose that that race of Anglo- 
Saxons living on this side of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, had other feelings than they had? Mr. L. 
spoke of Ireland as being held in slavery by the 
British; and (said he) the difference between the 
Kast India negroes, in the employ of the British, 
and our slaves, is, that they are not bound to pro- 
vide far their laborers when they get old, am we 
are. The labor and treatment were the same in 
other respects, Mr. L. alluded to the massacre 
of the aborigines, and adverted to the fact of there 
being but one marriage between them and the 
whites, and (said he) that was an illustrious one. 
It was wonderful to how small a compass that 
amalgamation had been confined. Was there a 
more healthy race than the black population of 
the South? Did it not increase with more rapidity 
than the whites, aided by constant immigration 
from Europe? 

Mr. L. had done everything in his power to 
cultivate and preserve, not only the political, but 
the really affectionate relations between the people 
of the several States of the Union. He inculeated 
the disposition in his children to do it. But (said 
he) 1 will teach neither son nor daughter to be- 
lieve they are living in an atmosphere more pes- 
tilential than the plague. 

Mr. CALHOUN called for the reading of the 
petition, and it was accordingly read. 


| Mr. CALHOUN then observed, thathe did not 


rise to say one word on the subject of these peti~ 


| tions, which he considered had been sufficiently 
_ elucidated by the very able argument just heard of 


sguise C _ his friend from Virginia. He did not know when he 
| bond of this Union. This book was written, as || 
} 


'| was manifest in every line and 


had heard an argument more forcible, more full, 


|| more modest,and more comprehensible. He rose 


to make some remarks on the particular petition 
| then before the Senate; which had been selected 
from the others to induce a part of the southern 
| delegation to consent to receiving it. It wascer- 
tainly (he admitted) less objectionable in its lan- 
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tained language highly reprehensible. It spoke | 
of ** dealing in human flesh.’’ Will our friends | 
of the South (said Mr. C.) agree that they keep 
shambles, and deal in human flesh? And this 
tition was selected from the others, and pushed 
orward in order to obtain the votes of gentlemen 
from the South. There was another phrase in 
the petition to which he objected. It speaks of 
us (said Mr. C.) as pirates. Strange language ! 
Piracy and butchery! We must not (said Mr. 
C.) permit those we represent to be thus insulted 
on that floor. He ae prepared, whenever peti- |, 
tions like this were presented, to call for their | 
reading, and to demand that they be not received. 
His object was to prevent a dangerous agitation, | 
which threatened to burst asunder the bond of 
this Union. The on question was, how was 
agitation to be avoided? He held that receiving 
these petitions encouraged agitation—the most 
effectual mode to destroy the peace and harmony 
of the Union. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he considered it to be his | 
duty to trouble the Senate with a very few tre- 
marks hefore the pending question was put. He 
did so with extreme reluctance, arising from the 
deepest conviction that this whole subject had 
better not have been debated at all; that these peti- 
tions had better have been suffered to take their 
usual course—the course they had taken every 
year when he had been a member of either House 
of Congress—the course of other petitions—of 
of being permitted to be read at the Clerk’s table, 
and referred to the appropriate committee. His 
reluctance was greatly, and perhaps he might say 
principally, increased by the consciousness that 
the whole subject was surrounded with difficul- 
ties; that it was excitable in every aspect; that 
the different sections of the Union were liable to 
different affections from the expression of the same | 
sentiment; and that some unmeasured phrase, or 
some imprudent remark, might fall from him, 
which, unintentionally on his part, might increase, 
rather than allay, excitement in the one portion 
or the other of the country. 

Yet Mr. W. felt that he should not discharge the 
duty incumbent upon him, or properly represent 
his constituents, if he permitted this question to 
be decided without saying anything. Had jhe 
been able, otherwise, to content himself to give a 
silent vote, he could not do so now since the 
extracts read by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia {[Mr. Leen} from the late publication of 
the Rev. Dr. Channing, a book had never , 
seen, and of the contents of which he was wholly || 
ignorant, any further than the very limited quo- 
tations of that honorable Senator had made Sis 
acquainted with them. He was prepared, how- 
ever, from those extracts alone, to say, that how- 
ever distinguished, however pure, however pious, 
and however well-intentioned the author of that | 
work might be, in issuing to the public such a 
book he had shown himself as ignorant of the 
opinions and feelings of the great mass of the 
citizens of the non-slaveholding States as he had, 
in the quotations made, of the merits and virtues 
of the people of the South. He (Mr. W.) was | 
ready to pronounce, in his place, that the publi- 
cation, in the spirit in which it seemed to be writ- 
ten, as grossly abused the northern feeling as its 
language did the southern morals. 

When such representations of the sentiment of 
the North come = such sources, it was incum- 
bent upon him to convince the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, the Senate and the public, that a belief in 
them as the sentiments of the non-slaveholding | 
States would be doing violent injustice to those 
States, and to the patriotism and opinions of their || 
citizens. 

Mr. W. said he was not to discuss the subject || 
of slavery in the abstract. He knew it—and the || 

ple of the North, as a body, knew it—only as | 
t existed. under the Constitution of the United 
States, and was sanctioned byit. They thought 
of it in that light, and in that light only, so far as | 
its existence in these States is concerned, and so | 
far as the quiet of the country and the preserva- | 
tion of the Union are involved in any agitation 
of the subject. In that sense, it was nov a ques- | 
tion for discussion in that body. \ 


Neither (said Mr. W.) was he to debate the | 
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the same State. This memorial, however, con- | Union. The sacred and inviolable compact which 


constitutes us one people, had not given to Con- 
gress the jurisdiction over that question. It was 
left solely and exclusively to those States, and, 
in his humble judgment, it ought never to be 
debated here in any manner whatever. 

Mr. W. said he would go further, and say that 


he did not purpose to trouble the Senate with a | 
discussion upon the propriety of any action on | 
| the part of Congress in reference to the abolition | 


of slavery in the District of Columbia, or in 
regard to the constitutional power of Congress 


| over that subject. He had listened with pleasure 
and profit to the able argument of the honorable | 
| Senator from Virginia [Mr. nee upon the 


powers of Congress, and had marked his conces- 
sions of power equal to that possessed by the 


| Legislatures of the respective States of Maryland | 
and Virginia over the same subject within those | 


States. He had not studied the question himself, 


_ because he was able to mark out his own course, 

| with perfect satisfaction to his own mind, without | 
examining either the constitutional powers of | 
' Congress or the powers of those State Legisla- | 
tures. He was ready to declare his opinion to | 
be, that Congress ought not to act in this matter, | 
but upon the impulse of the two States surround. | 
ing the Distriet, and then in a manner precisely | 


graduated by the action of those States upon the 
same subject. Had the Constitution, in terms, 
given to Congress all power in the matter, this 
would, with his present views and feelings, be 
his opinion of the expedient rule of action; and, 


entertaining this opinion, an examination into the | 


»0wer to act had been unnecessary to determine 
bie vote upon the prayer of these petitions. He 
was ready promptly to reject their prayer, and he 
deeply regretted that he was not permitted so to 
vote without debate. 

The refusal to receive the petitions (Mr. W. 
said) was, to his mind, a very different question. 
That was the question now presented. 
refusal should be sanctioned by the Senate upon 


the broad ground of the subject prayed for, and | 
| not upon the distinct objection of indecorous 


language or matter in the petition itself, it would 


_be considered and felt, in many sections of the 


country, as a denial of the constitutional right to 


| petition, and, as such, would be infinitely more | 
calculated to produce and increase, than to allay, 


excitement. The prompt rejection of the prayer 
of these petitions would express the sense of the 


Senate, in the most marked and decisive manner, | 


against the objects of the petitioners. The re- 
fusal to receive the petitions would raise a new 


| issue infinitely more favorable, as he deeply | 
| feared, to the schemes of these mad incendiaries 
| than all which had gone before this proposed step. 
He entreated (he said) his brethren of the South | 


to reflect before they gave this immense advant- 
age to the agitators. He was aware that the 
southern feeling must be sensitive, perhaps be- 
yond his ability to estimate, upon this subject 
of domestic slavery. The constitutional rights, 
the personal and private interests, the domestic 


peace and domestic security of the people of the || 


slaveholding States, compelled them to feel deeply 
and keenly upon every agitation of this delicate 
question. He could not be insensible to the 


existence of these feelings, or to their justice. 


Yet, might he not appeal to members of this 
body from those States, and ask them to remem- 


ber that excitement, growing out of the same | 
subject, was also prevailing in the non slave- | 
holding States?—that the publie mind in those | 
States had become aroused to the subject ?—that | 


a limited number of individuals, from what mo- 


tives he would not attempt to say, were making 


|| it their calling and business to increase that 
| excitement, and to make it universal? And might 


he not claim that the action of the Senate should 


_be such as would be most likely to calm the 
| excitement in all the States and in every section 


of the Union? 

What, then, (Mr. W. asked,) was the action 
most likely to produce this result—a result, he 
must believe, mosthighly desired by every member 


_ of the Senate? To answer this inquiry he must 


detain the Senate with a short examination of the 
true state of public opinion in the non-slavehold- 
ing States, in relation to the movements of the 


question of slavery in the sovereign States of this || Abolitionists, as manifested and published to 


If the | 
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|! the world since the last adjournment of Con- 
gress. He should confine his statements upon 
this point, to the State which he had the honor, 
in part, to represent here, because his informa- 
tion in reference to that portion of the North 

| was more minute and authentic, and because he 
was satisfied that the general feeling of the citi- 
zens of his State, upon this point, was equally 
the general feeling of all the non-slaveholding 
States. 

Mr. W. would then say that he did not know 
of a single meeting of citizens in his State, con- 
vened for the purpose of considering the civil 
and political condition of the country, during 
the whole summer and autumn now last past, 
of whatever political party the meeting might 
be, one single instance to which he should have 
occasion hereafter to refer being alone excepted, 
which had not made the most distinct and firm 
expressions against the efforts of these agitators, 
In addition to this evidence of the almost entire 
feeling of the citizens of the State, obtained from 
these ordinary assemblages of citizens, he need 
only remind the Senate, to bring the fact to the 
distinct recoilection of every member of the body, 
that immense public meetings, composed of men 
of all grades, of talent and influence, of all par- 
ties in politics, and of all sects in religion, had 
been held in almost every populous town in New 
York, for the express purpose of giving to the 
country, and especially to their brethren of the 
South, the public sentiment and public reproba- 
tion of the efforts of the few fanatics whose ex- 
ertions to agitate the question of slavery were 
considered as infringing upon the constitutional 
rights of the slaveholding States, as calculated to 
disturb the peace of those States, and, what was 

considered of infinitely more importance, to en- 
danger the harmony and perpetuity of the Union. 
| The expressions of these meetings (Mr. W. said) 
had neither been weak norequivocal. They had 
breathed a spirit of patriotism, of generous feel- 
ing towards their brethren of the South, and of 
attachment to the Union, which he was sure his 
southern friends would appreciate and recipro- 
cate. 
| It became now his duty, and he performed it 
with no small degree of mortification, to speak 
of the exception to which he had referred. All 
within the hearing of his voice would recollect 
that, during the summer or fall, notice was given 
to the public of a State convention of Abolition- 
ists, to be held at the city of Utica, in the State 
of New York, in the month of October last, ac- 
cording to his present recollection of the time. 
The notice appeared formidable, from the array 
|, of names appended to it, they being several hun- 
| dred in number, and exhibiting among them a 
large proportion of the names of preachers of the 
ae of peace. It gave him unfeigned pleasure 
to say, that time proved that many of these names, 
and those of individuals by no means the least 
respectable in character and standing and influ- 
ence, had been appended to the notice without 
the consent or sattheanine of the persons whose 
names they were, and, in man, instances, inopen 
and direct opposition to the wishes and feelings 
of the individuals. 

Still the notice had the effect of causing dele- 
gates to be appointed to attend the proposed con- 
vention, from too many places in the State, and 
| the design of holding the convention was perse- 
_yered in. A short time before the day fixed for 
assembling this body of agitators, application on 
their behalf was made to the municipal author- 
ities of the city of Utica, for leave to use a public 
building within the city, erected at the expense of 
the citizens of the town, as the place for the meet- 
ing of the convention. Through an excess of 
complaisance, or a mistaken feeling of indulgence, 
the required permission was given by the Com- 
mon Council of the city. No sooner was this fact 
| made known to the citizens, than a public meet- 
| ing was called, and resolutions of the most dis- 

tinct and decisive character passed, Ceclaring that 
'| the public building in question, erected at their 
| expense, and for their use, should not be prosti- 


tuted to so mischievous a purpose; and that the 
proposed convention should not occupy it. This 
meeting was * voluntary assemblage of the inhab- 
itants of the town, and of course, unauthoritative; 
but to make themselves sare of their object, and 
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tocarry their reSolves into certain effect, the meet- 
ing was adjourned to reassemble in. the same 
public building proposed to be occupied by the | 
Abolition convention, and on the same day when 
that convention was to meet. Atan early hour 


tion was filled with the citizens of the town, and | 
notan Abolitionist was known to enter it. Soon, | 
however, the assemblage was informed that the 
»roposed convention was assembling at a church | 
in the vicinity, for the purpose, as it was believed, 
of showing upon paper the proceedings of a State 
convention of thatcharacter. A committee, con- | 
sisting of twenty-five members, selected from the 
most respectable and influential inhabitants of the | 
town, was instantly appointed, and instructed by | 
the meeting of citizens to repair to the chanel | 
and inform the convention of the wishes and | 
determination of the inhabitants of Utica, that | 
their city should not be made the headquarters 
for their mischievous movements. The commit- 
tee obeyed tue order of the meeting, made their 
way into the church, and announced their errand 
and their instructions to the assembled convention, 
when, fortunately for the peace of the commu- | 
nity, the convention dispersed, without attempt- 
ing to proceed with their business, 

Such, (Mr. W. said,) substantially, was the | 
history which had been given to him by eye-wit- 
nesses, of the most respectable character, of the 
attempt to hold a State convention of Abolition- 
ists at Utica, and of its results; and for the credit | 
of his usually orderly and peaceable constituents, | 


he wished he could stop here, and give the full || 


evidence of the feeling manifested on that occa- 
sion.. The whole truth, however, went further; | 
and he believed it due to the present occasion, to | 
give the whole truth. During the night of the 
day on which the convention had been thus dis- 
persed, he had been further informed that some 
disorderly persons forced their way into a print- 
ing office in Utica, supposed to be owned by some | 
of the agitators, and certainly devoted to their 
cause, and committed depredations upon the prop- 
erty of the office; among other acts of violence, 
throwing the types into the street. These per- 
sons, for this offense, had been brought before 
the magistracy, and put under recognizance to 
appear at the then next court to be held for the 
county, and answer for the act. Recent inform- | 
ation told him they had appeared; that their cases | 
had been presented to the grand jury, and that | 
that jury, acting upon their oaths, had reported 
no bills against them. | 
There was one further fact (Mr. W. said) he | 
ought not to omit, in giving the evidences of the 
correct state of public opinion, elicited by this 
attempt to hold an abolition State convention at 
Utica. One member of the committee of twenty- 
five appointed by the citizens to repair, and who | 
did repair to the church and aid in dispersing 
this convention, was, at the time, before the peo- | 
ple as a candidate for the State Senate. In ah 
two weeks from the time of the transactions he | 
had detailed, the name of this gentleman was 
presented at the polls throughout his Senate dis- 
trict—a district comprising from two hundred and 
fifty to three hundred thousand of the population 
of the State—and not a shadow of opposition 
was made against his election from any quarter. 
Could this have happened if these agitators had | 
possessed any hold upon the feelings of that peo- | 
ple—the very people among whom they had pro- | 
posed to raise the standard and commence their | 
proceedings as a State society? Most assuredly | 
it could not. | 
Again: another individual of that committee 
was a distinguished member of the New York | 
delegation in the other branch of Congress, and | 
information just received announced his appoint- | 
ment by the Legislature of the Siate, by a strong, 
an almost unanimous vote, to the highly-respons- 
ible and important office of attorney general of 
the State. Such had already been the expres- 
sions of public opinion as to two of the members 
of the committee of the citizens of Utica, who 
were put forward, at an_important moment, to 
suppress the agitators. Could there be anything | 


equivocal in expressions like these? Would the | 
honorable Senator from Virginia—would any | 
member of the Senate, or any citizen of the | 
country, after such manifestations, permit their | 
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_ confidence in the soundness of the public feeling 


| at the North to be shaken by such a publication | 


| as that referred to by Dr. Channing? He could 
| not think they would. He most earnestly hoped 


|| they would not. 


of the day designated, the public building in ques- (| Mr. W. said he had mentioned these facts, and | 


‘he might mention many others of a somewhat 
similar character, to show that the determined 
feeling of resistance to these dangerous and wicked 

| agitators in the North had already reached a 
point above and beyond the law, and, if left to its 
own voluntary action, decisive of the fate of ab- 
olitionism in that quarter. Why, he would ask, 

| were such manifestations of feeling found among 
those who were wholly uninterested in slave 
»roperty? ‘The answer was single and palpable. 

| Their attachment to the Constitution and the 
| Union prompted it; and, if left to govern them- 
| selves by that attachment, there was no cause to 
| apprehend danger. He appealed, then, in the 
| kindest manner, and with great confidence, to the 
| Representatives of the slaveholding States, to say 
whether it was now desirable, whether it ¢vas 
now wise, to attempt to force this feeling further? 
For himself, (Mr. W. said,) he must say he 
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| 


considered it immensely important that the action | 


| of the Senate should be calm and considerate; that 
nothing should be done rashly; that no step should 
be taken which could by any, the most sensitive, 
| be considered violent. He must repeat, that any 
such action would put a weapon into the hands 
of the agitators more powerful, and much more 


| be a vote of the Senate, that petitions upon this 
subject, without regard to their language and 
| character, should not be received by the body. 
He was not disposed, at the present time, even 
to discuss the question of the extent of the con- 
stitutional right to petition Congress, so strongly 
did he feel that discussion or debate of any sort 
upon this topic would produce only unmixed evil 
to every portion of the country. He was willing, 
for his present purpose, to place the question of 
| reception or rejection upon the cided taken by 


| the honorable Senator from Virginia,[{Mr. Leen, ] | 


_ and to consider itas a question of mere expediency ; 
‘and he hoped that, in that sense, he had said 


to be feared, than all their efforts of a voluntary | 
character. Such, he most deeply feared, would 


enough to satisty every member of the Senate | 


that there would be great danger in the course 
roposed by the motion under consideration. 
Vithout discussing the question, he thought 
/every Senator would concede that a general im- 


pression prevailed among our whole people, of | 


every portion ofthe Union, that the right to peti- 
tion Congress in respectful terms and a respectful 


manner was one of the broadest rights secured | 


| by the Constitution. Refuse it upon the broad 

principle, as relating to this subject, and these 
malignant agitators will seize upon the act to 
| draw to themselves and their cause the public 
sympathy. They will represent themselves as 
| having been denied their constitutional rights, 
and as being the subjects of unjust and unrea- 
| sonable persecution; and, once able to occupy that 
ground plausibly, they will become vastly more 
| dangerous than they can ever make themselves by 
efforts of their own. 


an 
| Mr. W. said, it appeared to him that a unani- 
|| mous expression of the Senate, if that could be 


| secured, was of the greatest importance, as being 
| much more calculated to allay excitement in every 
| portion of the country, than any peculiar form 
of expression which might be preferred by any 
sectional interest. Under this impression, he had 
| hoped that the liberal and patriotic proposition 
of his friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. B 
| would have been adopted by universal consent; 
| that these petitions, and all others upon the same 
subject, if not clearly unexceptionable in their 
language and manner, would be received, be per- 
| mitted to be read at the Clerk’s table if desired, 


| and then that the prayer of each would be promptly 


_ vote of every Senator. He yet hoped the Senate 
| would consent to take that course. 
| be, in his judgment, most eminently calculated 


| rejected, without one word of debate, and by the | 


| him to hear these assurances. 


| 


‘immediately rejected ? 


12 
would occupy the attention of the Senate no 
longer. The gentlemen from the South assure us 
they have noapprehension for their safety, and for 
the safety of their respective States, let the present 
excitement result as it may. It was pleasant to 
They were caleu- 
lated to do good everywhere; but he must say, 
in sheer justice to the non-slaveholding States, 
that they should not be made in a manner to 
carry with them the implication that our fellow- 
citizens of the South are to meet enemies in the 
great body of the citizens of the North. Suchis 
not the fact—they are friends to the South; friends 
to the constitutional rights of the South; friends 
to the peace of the country; friends to the pres- 
ervation of the Union of these States; and they 
will, upon all occasions and in every place, per- 
form all their constitutional duties, as pointed 
out by the honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Leien.] They will, upon every call, most cheer- 
fully lend their aid to quell insurrection, not 
promote it; they'will open their arms, not present 
their bayonets, to all their fellow-citizens of 
whatever section of the Union. 

Mr. CALHOUN could not concur with the 
gentleman from New York, that so much delicacy 
was to be shown to the very small part of his 
own State he referred to, that these petitions were 
to be rejected, lest the refusal to receive them 
might be considered as a violation of the right of 
the citizen to petition Congress. But (said Mr. 
C.) does the gentleman look at our side of the 
question? If his constituents (continued Mr. C.) 
are to be treated with so much respect that their 
petitions are to be received, what is to be con- 
sidered as due to our constituents? The Senator 
considered the petition before the Senate as mod- 
erate in its language—he did not say otherwise— 
language (said Mr. C.) which treats us as butchers 
and pirates. The Senator said that they must 
receive this petition, and reject it, lest it right 
be seaside’ as violating the right of petition. 
To receive it, and immediately reject it—this 
looked something like juggling. Was the peti- 
tion of sufficient consequence to be received, and 
at the same time of so little consequence as to be 
Was it intended merely 
that this petition was to be put on the files of the 
Senate, as a record to show the opinion entertained 
of the people of the South by these Abolitionists? 
The Senator told them that this abolition spirit 
had subsided at the North. He told them that 
this convention of Utica, which he spoke of as an 
exception to the general rule in his State, was 
compelled to disperse. Well, within afew daysa 
newspaper, published at Utica, had been handed 
to him, called the Oneida Standard and Democrat. 
He supposed the gentleman was acquainted with 
its character; it was headed ‘* For President, 
Martin Van Buren, of New York; for Vice Pres- 
ident, Richard M. Johnson, of Kentucky.’’ This 
paper contained a most violent atindie on the 
southern States and their institutions. 

Mr. WRIGHT explained: he only wished to 
state that it was the office where this paper was 
published which had been forcibly entered, and 
the types thrown into the street, as he had before 
related; that it was for that offense against this 
paper when the grand jury of the county re- 
fused to find bills of indictment; that neither him- 














', self nor his friends could be responsible for the 


UCHANAN] | 


names which such a paper might choose to place 
at its head; but that of this one fact he could 
assure the Senator of his own knowledge, that no 
other party in the whole State was more univer- 
sally or distinctly understood to be hostile to the 
political party to which he belonged than this 


|| paper, and he did not doubt that its columns would 


| 


to allay excitement everywhere, and everywhere | 
| that effect was most desirable. A political or geo- | 
| graphical vote could not have thateffect anywhere; 


| and therefore he hoped not to see such a vote. 


ts effect would |! 


establish ca emeanet 
Mr. CALHOUN continued: He had always 


| supposed that there was something inexplicable 
in the politics of New York, and the explanation 


of the gentleman confirmed the opinion. But to 
return to the petitions. ‘The gentleman said that 
unanimity of opinion in the Senate was very de- 
sirable. He saidsotoo. Let the gentleman and 
his friends join us, (said Mr. C,,)and in that way 
we can obtain unanimity of opinion. If, as the 
gentleman said, the petition was to be immediately 


| rejected, why receive it at all? Would the gen- 
‘| gleman say that a refusal to receive the petition 


A single other remark, (Mr. W. said,) and he || would press in the slightest degree on the consti- 
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tutional right of the people peaceably to assemble 
and petition for a redress of grievances? If the 
gentleman had made up his mind to reject the peti- 
tion, he could have no insuperable objection to 
refuse to receive it. He repeated, that so long as 
these petitions could be received in the Senate, so 


long would agitation on the subject continue. | 


The quesiion must be met on constitutional 
npanle, or not at all. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said, it seemed to be 
the wish, on all sides, to dispose of this subject, 
And the question was, what proposition was most 
likely to effeetthat object? Ifthey received these 
pelitions, they would be flooded with others of 
the same kind. If they rejected them, it might be 
imputed to something offensive in their language, 
and others would come in differently framed, 
When these petitioners see (said Mr.G.) that we 
act upon a proposition over which you cannot 
leap, they will say, here ig erected an insuperable 
barrier to our applications, and our further efforts 
will be vain, and would end it. It is the desire 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Cat- 
HOUN | to meet this proposition (said Mr. G.) on 
his motion not to receive these peutions. He was 
willing to vote so as to meet this single proposi- 
tion: but notif it was to be considered as decisive 
of the action of the Senate upon the whole sub- 
ject. He had another proposition which he 
intended to bring forward for that purpose. 

Mr. CALHOUN would only remark, that these 
vetitions might be rejected on various grounds. 
nr on the unconstitutionality of their object; 
second, for containing improper and disrespectful 
language; third, for the impropriety and unrea- 
sonableness of their prayers, and for the inex- 
pediency of granting their requests. 

Mr. MORRIS observed that, in presenting 
these petitions, it was his sincere desire to avoid 
anything like agitation or excitement in that body. 
Although he had had these petitions in his pos- 
session for some days, he refrained from pre- 
senting them until he had an opportunity of ob- 
serving what was done with others of a like tenor. 
The que: tion now assumed a grave aspect. The 
constitutional rights of the people peaceably to 
assemble and petition fora redress of grievances 
were involved. On the subject of these petitions 
it was not his desire at present to say one word; 
his wish was, that the great question, as to the 
right of the people of this Union to petition Con- 
gress, might come up unembarrassed by the ob- 
Jections as to the language in which the petition 
was drawn. It seemed that these objections did 
not apply to the petition presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnanan;] and he 
wished the question to be taken on that petition. 
He concurred with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [ Mr. Catuoun,] that there was nodifference, 
in substance, between the last-named petition and 
those he (Mr. M.) had presented; that those who 
voted against receiving the one ought to vote 
against receiving the other. His wish was to 
disembarrass this question of the right of petition 
of the difficulties as to the language of the peti- 
tions; and he would therefore ask leave of the 
Senate to withdraw the one he had presented. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the petition could not be 
withdrawn, if the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

The Secretary (who was referred to) replied 
that the yeas and nays had been called for, but 
had not been ordered by the Senate. 

The CHAIR said that the Senator from Ohio 
could undoubtedly withdraw a petition presented 
by himself, before any question had been taken 
on receiving it. The yeas and nays, he under- 
stood the Secretary to say, had not been ardered. 

Mr. MORRIS then withdrew the petition. 

CALN QUARTERLY MEETING PETITION. 

_ On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
took up the petition presented by that gentleman 
from the Caln Quarterly Meeting of Friends of 
Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to abolish slavery within the District of 
Columbia, together with the motion by Mr. B. 
that the petition be rejected. ‘The question pend- 
ing was the one raised by Mr. Catnoun—* Shall 
the petition be received ?*’ 

Mr. CALHOUN called for the reading of the 


petition, and it was read accordingly. 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the yeas and | 


nays were ordered. 


Mr. CALHOUN said that the language even | 


of this petition was very strange. It held up the 
buying and selling of pincion in the southern 
States to be as flagrant a wrong as the slave trade 
itself on the coast of Africa; declaring, ‘that it 
was as inconsistent in principle, as inhuman in 
practice, as the foreign slave trade.’’ The foreign 
slave trade (Mr.C. said) consisted in seizing on 


the Africans by violence, and selling them into | 
slavery. Now, he was not willing to admit the 


parallel between slavery in the southern States 
and this foreign slave trade. We ourselves (said 


he) have denounced this African slave trade, and | 
made it piracy; though he did not himself believe | 
that the offense could be properly designated as | 
peer, and ever should reeret that this term had | 


een applied to itin our laws. With regard to 
the petition, if he had no other objection to it 
than that of its using this language, he would 
not on that account receive it. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the question was 
now upon the reception or rejection of the petition 
presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
from the Society of Friends. Ever since he had 
known of this society, he had considered them an 
orderly and peaceable people, and their petition 
was couched in respectful terms. He wished, as 
an individual and as a representative, to give all 
the individuals of the Union, of every class, a 
full enjoyment of the rights secured to them by 
the Constitution. If we, (said Mr. K.,) from the 
whim or excitement of the moment, refuse to 
receive these memorials, might we not abridge 
the right of petitioning? When the language was 


decent and respectful, it was the duty of every | 


Senator to show it every mark of respect due to 
its character. And, then, when it was received, 


if it was found to ask for an jintermedling with || 
the constitutional rights of any of the States, to | 


stamp it with the disapprobation it deserved. 
The book of Mr. Channing to the contrary 


notwithstanding, he believed that the nineteen- | 
twentieths of the people of the non-slaveholding | 


States were as decidedly opposed to the agitation 
of this subject as those who were more immedi- 
ately interested in the subject. If he doubted it, 
he would have very different feelings from what 
he now entertained. He would then take a ver 

different course in common with the people of the 
South to sustain theirrights, and the matter would 
not be settled on this floor. He was happy, how- 


ever, to say that he believed that day was far off. | 


He believed those miserable fanatics would yet 
become enlightened, and the spell of their delusion 


would yet be dispelled. It might be philanthropy | 


that actuated them, but if it was, it was philan- 


thropy run mad. Anxious as he was that no | 
excitement should grow out of this matter, his | 
design was to give every individual his rights; | 
he would vote for the reception of this petition. | 
The magnanimous and patriotic stand taken by | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnu- | 


ANAN,] on this question, was worthy of himself 
and of the great State he represented, and was an 
earnest to him of the disposition of that and other 
northern States to arrest the course of those de- 
luded — in producing mischief here and else- 
where. / 


action to put a stop to this fanaticism. 


Mr. CALHOUN had heard, with much regret, | 
the argument of his friend from Alabama, | Mr. | 


Kine.| He understood the gentleman to put this 


question of receiving the petition on constitu- | 
He asked the Senator if he | 
was aware of the extent to which this doctrine | 


tional grounds. 


would carry him? Was he prepared to receive 


petitions to abolish slavery in the navy-yards and | 


arsenals of the United States, in the southern 
section of the Union? Was he prepared to receive 


petitions couched in abusive and indecorous lan- | 


guage? (Mr. Kine said, no.] The Senator an- 


,swered no. Then, I ask him (said Mr. C.) to |. 
show me the distinction between such petitions | 


as he had described and the one before the Senate. 


If the right to have petitions received was con- | 


stitutional, then there could be no qualification 
of that right. The Senator from Alabama, by 
saying no, surrendered the ground he had taken. 
Then, by what possibility (he asked him) was 
he prepared to receive petitions to abolish slavery 
‘\in this District? If he was prepared to receive 


fter this petition wag received, he was || 
prepared to take the most efficient and energetic | 
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such petitions, what was to prevent him from 
receiving petitions to abolish slavery in eyer 
arsenal and navy-yard in every State in the 
Union? 

Mr. C. confessed he was astonished at the gp. 
tleman’s argument. The right of petition was 
cautiously guarded in the Constitution: * Con- 
gress shall make no law prohibiting the right of 
the people peaceably to assemble and petition for 
/ a redress of grievances.’’ By these nana terms 

it was expressly limited; and yet, when gentle- 
men came to the petitions of these fanatics for 
abolishing slavery in this District, they were dis- 
osed to enlarge the construction. I know (said 
Mr. C.) that the Senator from Alabama repre- 
sents constituents more deeply interested in this 
question than mine. The southwestern States 
were more deeply interested than the south 
Atlantic States, as the former had a growing 
| slave population, continually augmenting by pur- 
| chases from Maryland, Virginia, North and South 
Carolina, and Georgia; and he was therefore the 
"more astonished at his argument. 

Not to receive these petitions was considered 
wonderfully disrespectful to these petitioners; but 
to receive and reject them immediately was con- 
sidered entirely respectful. What did gentlemen 
mean? He could not, for the life of him, make 
out why gentlemen were so anxious to reccive 
these petitions, when they were determined to 
reject them. 

Mr. MOORE did not rise to procrastinate this 
discussion. He desired more time for reflection 
before he recorded his views, particularly since 
his colleague had indicated the course he intended 
to pursue. He could not see the propriety of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in offering the peti- 
tion he had esmmiel, and forthwith moving to 
reject it. If Lhad a petition to present here, (said 
|, Mr. M.,) the consideration that would induce me 
|| to move its rejection would induce me to with- 
hold it. 
| Mr. MOORE then moved an adjournment; and 
| The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 19, 1836. 
|| Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revo- 
‘| lutionary Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice, and committed: 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
'of William Boyce, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain T. White, deceased. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Daniel Whitney and others; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Pri- 
| vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 

of Jean Baptiste Granger; which was read twice 
and committed. 
| Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
|, and Means, reported certain documents from the 
| Treasury Department, in relation to return dutics 
under the tariff act of 1828; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, reported the follow- 
ing bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill to continue the national road from Van- 
dalia to the Mississippi river, in the State of Illi- 
nois; and 

A bill to continue the national road from the 
Mississippi river to Jefferson City, in the State 
of Missouri. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the 
| Committee on Private Land Claims, reported a 

bill for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of William Graham, deceased; which was 
read twice and committed. 


Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill to amend 
the charter of the Potomac Fire Insurance Com- 
pany; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 

_ Affairs, reporied a bill for the relief of the widows 

| and orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines 
| of the United States schooner Wild Cat; which 
| was read twice and committed. 
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Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Davis Hunt; 

A bill for the relief of William York; and 

A bil! for the relief of Relief Harris. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 


miitee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to au- | 
thorize the appointment ee ees 


which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 


of the legal representatives of Captain Lathrop 
Allen; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Re- 


yvisal and Unfinished Business, reported a bill to | 


extend the time for issuing certificates of scrip on 
military land warrants to the officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to continue in force, for a limited 
time, the act authorizing certain soldiers of the 
late war to surrender the bounty lands drawn b 


them, and to locate other lands in lieu thereof ; 


which was read twice. 

Mr. SEVIER inoved that the bill be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. VINTON was opposed to the engrossment 
of the bill, and moved that it be committed. 

Messrs. SEVIER and HARLAN explained 
the provisions of the bill, and urged its engross- 
ment at this time. 


Mr. VINTON, after a few remarks, moved to | 
postpone the further consideration of the bill | 


until Tuesday next; which was agreed to. 
Mr. ADAMS, from a select committee, made 


a report, accompanied by a bill, to authorize the | 
President to assert and prosecute the right of the | 
United States to the bequest of Mr. James Smith- | 


son, late of London, deceased, for the purpose 
of founding at Washington an institution for the 
diffusion of knowledge among men. 

The bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CHAPIN, of New York, said, thatas the | 


foundation of an institution at Washington for 


the increase and diffusion of knowledge among 


men must be deeply interesting to the people of 


the United States, he would, therefore, move that | 


five thousand extra copies of the report submit- 
ted by the honorable chairman of the committee, 
together with the President’s message, corre- 
spondence, and will, relating to the bequest of 
James Smithson, of London, be printed for the 
use of the House. 

The motion, by the rules of the House, lies 
on the table for one day. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, reported a bill making further compen- | 


sation to the clerks of the circuit and district 


courts of the United States; which was read twice | 


and committed. 


Messrs. P. C. FULLER, CHAMBERS, of | 


Kentucky, and WHITTLESEY, from the Com- | 


mittee on Claims; Messrs. CRAIG, CHAPIN, 
MUHLENBERG, KINNARD, and BEAU- 
MONT, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; Messrs. CARR, GARLAND of Vir- 
ginia, and HUNTSMAN, from the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims; Messrs. WARD- 
WELL, STORER, and FRY, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions; and Mr. 
JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
made unfavorable reports upon various petitions; 
which were laid on the table. 

Mr. JUDSON, from the select committee 
appointed on the subject, made a report, accom- 
panied by the following joint resolution, which 
was read twice: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America, in Congress assembled, That 
the Governor of the State of Connecticut be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ some suitable person to erect 
a monument, with appropriate inscriptions, within the pub- 
lic cemetery in the town of Coventry, Connecticut, com- 
memorating the services and death of Captain Nathan Hale, 


in the war ofthe Revolution: Provided, The expense thereof 
shall not exceed the sum of one thousand dollars. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island moved to print 
five thousand copies of the report accompanying 
the foregoing joint resolution. 

The motion lies over one day. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- 





factures, reported the following resolution; which 


| was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be in- 
structed to inquire what plates ordered by the House of 
Representatives, in the publication of Dr. Mease’s Silk 
Manual, are now not in use, and upon what terms the said 
plates may be used by the Biographer of Samuel Slater; or 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the sale of 

| said plates. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
/and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before the House a statement of the length and cost of the 
several portions of the national road west of the river Ohio 
which have been completed; also the length and cost, so 
far as any expense has been incurred upon the same, of such 
other portions of the said road as have been located, opened, 
, and graduated, or, in part, constructed ; distinguishing, re- 

spectively, in such statement, the cost of the location, 
| opening, graduation, bridges, masonry and stone covering of 

the various parts of the said road ; that he add to the above 
_ statement an estimate of the probable cost of the residue 
of the said road as far as the river Mississippi; and, also, 
of the ‘relative expenses of graduating and covering with 
stone such part of the said road as may not have been 
definitively located and graduated, with reference to the 
future use of the same, as an ordinary Macadamized road 
and a railway; and that he inform the House by whatreg- 
ulations the economy of the public expenditure on the 
| said road is now secured, and especially whether the said 
road is constructed by public contracts or otherwise ; and 
if by contracts, how the execution of those contracts is 
snpervised. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolred, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause to be constructed by the same 
establishment in which the standard weights and measures 
for the custom-houses are now making, foreach State and 
Territory of the Union, a complete set of standard weights 
and measures, equal to those now constructing for the 
custom-houses, and upon the same principles and means 
of adjustment. 

On motion by Mr. WISE, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the orders of the 
day. 

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The special order of the day was taken up, 
being the following resolutions heretofore offered 
by Mr. Jarvis, of Maine: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
ought not to be entertained by Congress. 

ind beit further resolved, ‘That in case any petition pray- 

| ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia be 
hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the House 
that the same ought to be laid upon the table, without being 
referred or printed. 


To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 
amendment: 


Strike out all after the word “ Resolved,”’ and insert: 
That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 


stitution to the Congress of the United States to abolish | 


slavery in the District of Columbia; and that any attempt 
by Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery will be 
not only unauthorized, but dangerous, to the union of the 
States. 

Mr. Jarvis subsequently modified the original 
resolution, as follows: 


Whereas any attempt in this House to agitate the ques- 
tion of slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of 
| the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, if persisted 
in, to destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: 
Therefore, 


not to be entertained by Congress. 
And it is further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 


be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
House that the same ought to be laid upon the table, with- 
out being referred or printed. 

The question before the House being the amend- 
ment of Mr. Wise, — 

Mr. HOLSEY said he would have supported 
| the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
| Wise,] had it been presented at a proper time. 
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Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject | 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ougiit | 


ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia | 


He was willing to meet the constitutional ques- | 


manner, but it was not his intention to go into 
the merits of the question at present. The peo- 
ple he had the honor to represent, and he believed 
the whole people of the South, believed the Con- 
stitution of the United States granted~no power 
to legislate on this subject. The position his own 
State occupied prevented him from going further 
in this matter. He was of opinion that the sub- 
| ject should be disposed of by calling for the yeas 

and nays without discussion. It ought to be 


tion whenever it should be presented in a proper | 


if they thought so. 


| from northern feeling and northern people. 
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recollected that this was a deep and pervading 
question. The South knew the rights which be- 
longed to them, and it was hardly necessary for 
him to say that they would maintain those rights. 
We have the voice of history to warn us how to 
yroceed in this matter. The discussions in the 
Preneh Legislature had their influence in the in- 
surrection in the West Indies. He had noticed 
this circumstance merely as an additional motive 
for drawing this exciting and agitating question 
to a close. 

The resolution of the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Jarvis,] would have a conctliating influ- 
ence on the South—the terms of the resolution 
being, that the agitation of the question was cal- 
culated to disturb the compromises of the Con- 
stitution. It was not inconsistent with the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Virginia; and he 
was willing to go for that resolution also at the 
proper time. There could be but one opinion in 
relation to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine, and he thought that by adopting it we 
would discharge our obligations to our country. 
He did not think that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia could be sustained in its 
present shape, because it would be striking out 
the language of the gentleman from Maine, and 
inserting the constitutional question. God for- 
bid that the existence of this great Confederacy 
should be disturbed by a mere matter of pro- 
priety! He would say, in conclusion, that he 
would support the origmal resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Maine; but whenever gentlemen 
should see proper to present the constitutional 
question in a proper manner he would sustain 
their views. 

Mr. HAWES said the people he had the honor 
to represent viewed the subject now before the 
House with as great attention and deep interest 
as, perhaps, any of the people, He had regretted 
that the discussion of the subject should be carried 
on, because in his view every speech made was 
calculated to create an impression in the minds of 
the Abolitionists that they were persecuted. He 
believed the consequences to be deleterious, let ~ 
discussion come from whatever quarter it might, 
whether from the East, North, South, or West. 
Viewing the discussion as deleterious to every part 
of this great Confederacy, he felt himself bound 
to demand the previous question. 

Mr. PEYTON rose and asked the gentleman 
to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HAWES said, I cannot withdraw, sir; I 
have given my reasons for the motion, and I feel 
compelled to insist upon it. 

The motion for the previous question was not 
seconded by the House—ayes 90, noes 100. 

Mr. PEYTON had hoped the gentlemen of the 
South would meet the only question they ever 
wished to see presented there, that was, the ques- 
tion of power, not of expediency. Would any 
gentleman go home to the South and tell his con- 
stituents that they might enjoy life, liberty, and 
property, because it was not expedient to touch 
it? He would assure gentlemen that the mere 
declaration of inexpediency, with regard to the 
District of Columbia, would be insufficient to tran- 
quilize the South, and they deceived themselves 
Mr. P. then referred to the 
recent speech of Mr. Adams, andthe message of 
Governor Marcy, in relation to the special message 
of Governor Gayle, partof which he read. This 
(he said) would show what the south had to expect 
He 
would put the case of the guilt of the incendiary 
being clear beyond a doubt, and that murders 
without number had been committed through him 
or his agency; yet, upon the position assumed by 
the Governor of New York, he could not be pun- 
ished, because he did not commit the crimes 
within the limits of the State in which he resided. 
| Mr. P. contended that this conflicted with that 
ciause of the Constitution of the United States 
which provided for the surrender of fugitives from 
justice. The case of an incendiary firing from a 
mortar across a State line could be done with 
impunity according to that position, if there was 
no law in the State.of New York to meet that 
| particular case. ee” 
Mr. P. maintained that the man who commit- 


ted crime afa distance against a State, was just 
as amenable to the laws of the State he had out- 








iat: 4 
' 4 
Bt, 
f 
- 3 
DY 
qi 
et 
ae 
ee 
ip 
ae eS 
e i} 
ee 
& 7 § 
ees 
et 
. 
e s 


oa NEP RG SLITS SAB 



















124 


a 
———— —$——— 


raged, as if he had committed the act within the 
limits of the State. He just as much fled from 
justice as the criminal who ran from the State. 
Mr. P. then read the opinions of Mr. Van Buren 
on an amendment to the Constitution, in relation 
to the abolition of slavery within the District of 
Columbia, contained in the letter from the Hon. 
Silas Wright to Thomas Ritchic, Esq.; and also, 
the letter of Mr. Van Buren to Samuel Gwin, of 
Mississippi, to show that Mr, V. B. reserved the 
power in the States over this species of property; 
and that it could not be touched withoutan amend- 
ment to the Constitution. Mr. P. denied that it 
could be so amended under any circumstances, 
and the time was now come when they must 
come up and meet this question. He then read 
an extract from a letter of Mr. Butler, the At- 
torney-General, to Hugh A. Garland, of Virginia, 
respecting the meeting at Albany on the subject 
of slavery west of the Mississippi, in the year 
1819, and Mr. Van Buren’s course on that ocea- 
sion. He also dilated on the proceedings of the 
New York Legislature in 1820, on the admission 
of Missouri into the Union, so far as regarded 
the question of slavery,in which Mr. Van Buren 
voted for the preamble and resoludon, declaring 
that Congress might exclude slavery from new 
States, before their admission into the Union. 
Mr. P. then referred to a publication he had re- 
ceived a few days since, entitled ** Supplement to 
the Pioneer,” from which he read suifdry long 
extracts, maintaining the right of Congress to 
suppress slavery in the Territories, and in the 
District of Columbia. There were hundreds of 
thousands of abolition publications issued from 
the State of New York, an act which was pun- 
ishable in the southern States, but the criminal 
could not be reached, because he resided within 
the limits of other States; yet gentlemen from 
the Seuth told us that the North was sound on 
this subject. Ele compared the conduct of the 
Abolitionists with that of an armament of private 
cilizens against one of the republics of South 
America. When such a thing was about to take 
place, with regard to Texas, (he said,) the Presi- 
dent of the United States promptly issued his 
proclamation against the design, but no proclama- 
tion, no message, no Jetter had been sent forth 
against these societies, who were conspiring a 
warfare against the institutions of the South. 
Mr. P. drew a picture of the condition of the 
slaves of the South, contrasted with the laborers 
of the North, and commented at great length 
upon the above publication or address of the anti- 
slavery society. He maintained that the only 
way to meet the question was, to vote for the 


amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. Any- | 


thing less than this would be * shirking”’ the 


question—would be evading it. The question of 
expediency would not now do. He believed 
there was a fixed determination to baflle the ques- 
tion; and he called upon the gentlemen of the 
South not to suffer it to be bafiled. 

Mr. BOULDIWN said the difference was more 
in ferm than in substance; for no one could doubt 
what every southern man believed on this sub- 
ject. There was fanaticism both North and 
South; and he knew there was a general crusade 
against slavery at that time, and argument was 
almost useless: Upon the question of constitu- 
tionality, he felt no great concern, because he 
knew, that if any man made any attack upen his 
life or property, on whatever grounds, in church 
or out of church, here or hereafter, there could 
arise no difficulty as to what he woulddo. Why 
was it that the compromise was made in the Con- 
stitution? Because the southern people had a 
property over which they intended to retain the 


sole control. ‘This was the strongest reason why | 


such State reservations had been made as were 
found in that instrument. Patrick Henry had 


lifted up the veil of futurity, aud foresawit.” The || 
Constitution expressly provided that no man | 


could be deprived of his property, but under cer- 
tain circumstances; aud he regarded one descrip- 
tion of property as he did another. 

As to the resolutions, he had lite hope they 
would ever be able to get.rid of this question with- 
out meeting it. He hoped this question would not 
be*embarrassed by a certain election now so much 
talked about. All he would say on that subject 
was, that onthe presidential election, should itever 
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come there, he should vote whichever way his 
constituents directed. He wasnot for aman from 
any particular section of country on that ground 
alone. If the South were not to vote for a man 
because he came from north of Masonand Dixon’s 
line, it amounted at once to a dissolution of the 
| Union. Mr. B. referred to his own recommend- 
ation on a petition on this subject, sent to the 
House two years ago. He was willing that that 
petition should be printed, but his colleagues 
differed with him, and he assented. He then 
referred to what had followed the emancipation 
of slaves in St. Domingo, and to the character of 
the present Abolitionists in this country. They 
were the only aristocrats in thecountry. It was 


dled in this business, for no industrious man or 


Mr. B. entered at large into the whole character- 
istics of the colored population, and their intel- 
lectual qualities, quoting both sacred and profane 
history. The complaints of these Abolitionists 
he compared to a man having a cancer near his 
heart. The only remed¥ would be to cut it out; 
| that was certain death, but still an officious inter- 
meddler insisted upon probing it. He also con- 
demned the policy of sending the colored people 
to Liberia, an unhealthy country, in which a large 
_moiety of them invariably died off. Mr. B. spoke 
at great length, and, without concluding, gave 
way to 
Mr. CRAIG, on whose motion the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 20, 1836. 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Secretary of War, containing a report of the 
Chief Engineer, ordered by the resolution of the 
Senate of the 12th instant, on the subject of deep- 
ening the harbor of Pensacola; and on motion by 
Mr. Sovrmarn, it was ordered to be printed. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 


OBE. 


the Treasury Departinent, transmitting a report | 
from the Cominissioner of the General Land Of- | 


fice, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 1]th instant. 


Mr. McKEAN presented some documents in | 


support of the claim of George Dalton: which 
were referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 


citizens of New Hampshire, praying for the estab- 


Mr. HILL presented the petition of sundry | 


lishinent of a mail route; Which was referred to | 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. TIPTON presented certain resolutions of 


requesting the Representatives, and instructing 
_ the Senators in Congress from that State, to op- 
pose the admission of Michigan into the Union 


until she alters her constitution on the subject of | 


| boundary. 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Margaret Wilson, widow of Benjamin Marshall, 


) on the petition of William W. Hall; and the 
| 


January 20, 
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committee was discharged from the further con. 
sideration of the same. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making appro. 
| priations for the completion of certain roads jn 
the Territory of Florida; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation to 
perfect the title of the United States, to the site of 
| a light-house at Roanoke Inlet, North Carolina; 

which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
| ing. 


| RESOLUTIONS. 
the moneyed aristocracy of the North who med- || 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 


} || olution; which lies on the table one day. 
woman ever busied themselves about the subject. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom have been referred the petitions of the banks 
in said District for the renewal of their charters, be in- 

| structed to examine into the present state of the currency 
in said District, and into the conduct and condition of tho 
| said banks, and the necessity for the rechartering of the 
whole or any number of them; with power to send for per- 
| sons and papers, to inspect the books of said bank, exam- 
| ine witnesses on oath, employ a clerk, and report by bill or 
| otherwise. 
| Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to re- 
| port to the Senate on the expediency of constructing a mole 
, Or pier at or near Cape Henlopen, to facilitate the commu- 

nication between the Delaware breakwater and the main 
land, with an estimate of the probable expense of the same; 
| also on the expediency of establishing some fortifications 
| Or means of deiense for the protection of the said break- 

water. 
| On motion by Mr. CLAY, the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations was discharged from the further 
| consideration of such parts of the President’s late 
message on the subject of our relations with 
France, as relates to the strengthening of naval 
and military defenses; and 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the portion of 
the message relating to our naval defenses was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
that part relating to the strengthening of our for- 
tifications was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. RUGGLES, the report of 
the chief engineer of the survey of East Thom- 
aston harbor, ok pier to the Senate, was 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. RUGGLES, the joint res- 
olution introduced by him, appropriating the 
balance of an appropriation of last year made for 
the Patent Office to the employment of additional 
temporary clerks in said office, was taken up; 


| and, after some remarks in explanation from Mr. 
the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, | 


who represents herself to be one hundred years | 
old, praying the aid of Congress, in consideration | 
of the sufferings and services of her husband in | 


the revolutionary war; which was referred to the || 


Committee on Revolutionary Clains. 
Mr. PORTER presented the petition of the 


| surveyor and inspector of the customs at Lake | 
Pontchartrain, praying for an increase of salary; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
| merce. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of the 

heirs of Aguste Choteau and John Mullanphy, 
praying that a certain tract of land on the Upper 
| Missouri, claimed by them, may be exempted 
from sale until their title can be adjudicated, and 
that Congress will provide the means of adjudi- 
cating it; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. EWING presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Ohio, praying for the establishment of 
/a new mail route; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
|_ Petitions were also presented by Messrs. TOM- 
_LINSON and MANGUM. . 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Rev- 
| Olationary Claims, made an unfavorable report 


R., the resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. TYLER gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
William Ramsay. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 
a joint resolution, appropriating the balance of 
the appropriation for constructing a bridge across 
the Potomac, to the grading and graveling and 
planting with trees of Maryiand avenue, leading 
to said bridge ; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. KING, also, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relicf of David McCall; which was read 
twice and referred. 

Mr. PRESTON, on leave, introduced a bill for 
| the relief of Doctor Thomas Cooper; which was 
| read twice and referred. 

Mr. DAVIS, on leave, introduced a bill forthe 


| relief of Christopher T. Bailey; which was read 


|| twice and referred. 


Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill making 
an appropriation for the completion of the Cum- 
| berland road from the Mississippi river to the 
western boundary of Missouri; which was read 
twice and referred. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a resolution directing 
a certain number of copies of Gordon’s Digest, 
| for the use of the standing commitiees of the 
| Senate; which was considered and agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. SOUTHARD, the Senate 
| took up the resolution submitted by him some 
days since, on the subject of the printing of the 

Senate; and, after a short discussion, it was, on 
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motion by Mr. WRIGHT, referred to the Com- 

mittee on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE SENATE. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 


Senate took up and considered the following res- 
olution, submitted by him: 


Resolved, That the resolution adopted on the 7th ultimo, 
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admitting certain public officers of the United States, and | 


others, to the floor of the Senate as spectators, be amended 
by inserting “ the Soliciior of the Treasury.” 


Mr. KING offered to add the following names |, 


as an amendment to the resolution: the Paymas- 
ter General, Quartermaster General, Commis- 
sary General, Principal of the Topographical Bu- 
reau, Principal Geologist, Principal of the Engi- 
neer Bureau, Clerk of the Supreme Court, and 
Reporter of the Supreme Court; which was 
agreed to, and the resolution adopted. 
, DISTRICT BANKS. 

On motion by Mr. SOUTHARD, the Senate 

took up the resolution proposed by Mr. Benton 


for the appointment of a select committee to ex- || 


amine into the condition of the banks and the | 


circulation of this District; when 


amendment: 


Strike out as follows: “ To whom shall be referred all the 
SS now presented to the Senate for the renewal of 


‘| of our country. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following | 


nk charters in the District of Coluinbia, with authority | 


to examine into the conduct and condition of said banks ; 
and for that purpose to have authority to send for persons 


and papers, to inspect books, and to examine witnesses on || 


oath also.’ 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the resolution 
was laid on the table. 


COMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from | 


the War Department, transmitting, in compliance || 


with a resolution of the Senate, a report relative | 
to the survey of a road from Maumee Bay to the | 


rapids of the Mississippi river. 
CALN QUARTERLY MEETING PETITION. 
The Senate took up, as the unfinished business, 
the petition presented by Mr. Bucnanan from 
the Gain Quarterly Meeting of Friends in Penn- 


sylvania, for abolishing slavery in the District of 


olumbia; and, 


Nn motion by Mr. CLAY, the further consid- | 


eration of the subject was postponed till to-mor- | 


row. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton, for | 


sppropriating the surplus revenue to permanent 
objects of national defense, was taken up as the 
order of the day; and, after some remarks at 
length from Messrs. CUTHBERT and HUB- 
BARD, the resolution was laid on the table. 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 
On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 


proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 


When the doors were opened, the Senate ad- 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
W epnespay, January 20, 1836. 
Mr. CHAPIN moved to consider the motion 


which he submitted yesterday, for printing five || 


thousand copics of the report submitted yester- 
day by Mr. Apams, from a select committee, to- 
gether with the President’s message, correspond- 
ence, and will, relating to the bequest of Passite 
Smitlison, late of London, deceased. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said the report 
was in referenee to a subject of considerable in- 
terest, not only to the House, but to the country 
generally. As the report was in the hands of the 
printer, it was proper that, if an extra number of 
copies was ordered, it should be done at this 
time. He moved to suspend the rule, for the 
purpose ofentertaining the motion to print; which 
was agreed to—ayes 107, noes 46. 

Mr. HOWARD desired to know from some 
member of the committee the purport of the re- 
port, and what disposition was proposed to be 
made of the bequest. He was entirely ignorant 
on the subject. 

Mr. CHAPIN, of New York, said he would, 
as a raember of the committee to which the sub 


} 


ject of the Smithson bequest had been referred, | 


| answer the eee of the honorable gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. aaa [twas not pro- 
posed either by the report or bill which the hon- 
orable chairman of the select committee {Mr. 
Apams] had submitted, to indicate the plan or 
organization of the institution to be founded. At 

resent, it would be entirely premature to do so, 
yecause the first step was to obtain the funds, 
leaving the application of them to future legisla- 
tion. The bill provides that the President of the 
United States shall appoint an agent to prosecute 
the claim in the Court of Chancery in England, 
_where the funds are locked up in behalf of the 
United States, and on the receipt of them, to give 
the proper discharge or acquittance for the same. 

Sir, the bequest of James Smithson, amounting 

to nearly half a million of dollars, is among the 
most liberal benefactions upon record. Coming, 
too, as it does froma citizen of Great Britain, who 
is not known to have visited the United States, or 
to have had any friends residing here, it may be 
| regarded as a distinguished tribute of respect paid 
by a foreigner and stranger to the free institutions 
It is due to the memory and 
character of the donor that suitable publicity 
should be given to this noble and generous act of 
| public munificence; it is due, also, as the acknowl- 
edgement of the grateful sense of Congress, in 
behalf of the people of the United States, for 
whose benefit the bequest was made; and it is in 
an especial manner necessary, in order to call the 
| attention of men distinguished for learning and 
talents in all parts of the Union tothe subject, for 
the purpose of obtaining an expression of their 
views and opinions in regard to the plan and or- 
ganization of the institution proposed to be estab- 
| lished. This splendid benefaction confers immor- 
tality upon the individual 7 whom it was be- 
stowed, and does honor to the age in which we 
live. 

Mr. C. concluded by expressing the hope that 
the motion to print would be adopted by the 
| House without a dissenting voice. 

Mr. PARKER said the House had not entirely 
| got out of a debate which had arisen upon a bill 
which was intended to provide for their own pay, 
in reference to the alleged excessive expenditures 
of the contingent fund of the House for the item 
of printing. A great deal of complaint was made 
on the occasion alluded to, because of the num- 
ber of the President’s messages ordered to be 
printed by the House. He was so case-hardened 
that he would, upon a like occasion, do the same 
thing again. He was, however, not prepared to 
vote for the proposition before the House. The 
report was ivabitiete an able one, but he could 
see no reason why five times the number which 
were necessary for the information of the House 
should be printed. It would be recollected that a 
report had been made in the Senate on this sub- 
ject, which had been published in all the news- 
papers he had seen. They would not be called 
upon to make any disposition of these funds, 
because they had not yet received them; and if 
they ever did, it would perhaps be fifteen or 
twenty years first. Upon the whole, he did not 
consider it at all important that an extra number 
| of this report should be published. 


| of the report was then agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
| ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Taylor; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, reported a 
| bill for the relief John Dal; which was read twice 
; and committed. , 

Mr. PHILO C. FULLER, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Nathaniel 
Platt; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Scioto Evans; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PINCKNEY, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation for 
/a marine hospital in or near Wilmington, in the 
| State of North Carolina; which was read twice 
and committed: 





reported a bill for the relief of the sureties of Nich- 
 olas Kern; which was read twice and committed. 


The motion to print five thousand extra copies 


LOBE. 
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Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the 
relief of Doctors J. E. B. Findley and A. E. Deas; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Lieutenant John McDowell; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Walker, Abraham Woodall, and the heirs of 
Samuel Brown; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 

Folsom, and the owners and crew of the 
schooner Galaxy, of Bucksport, in the State of 
Maine; which was read twice and committed. 


Messrs. MUHLENBERG, CHAPIN, and 





| TURRIL, from the Committee on Revolutionary 


Claims; Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the 
Publie Lands; Mr. TAYLOR, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions: Mr. MARTIN, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY, from the Committee on Claims, made 
unfavorable reports upon various petitions and 
memorials; which were laid on the table. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
The House then resumed the consideration of 


the following resolutions heretofore offered by Mr. 
Jarvis, of Maine: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the sub- 
ject of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
ought not to be entertained by Congress. 

wind be it further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia be 
hereafter presented, itis the deliberate opinion of the House 
that the same ought to be laid oa the table, without being 
referred or printed. 

To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 
amendment: Strike out all after the word ‘ Re- 
solved,*’ and insert: 

That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 
stitution to the Congress of the United States to abolish sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt by 
Congress to legislate upon the subject of siavery will be not 
only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the States. 

Mr. Janvis subsequently modified the original 
resolution, as follows: 


Whereas, any attempt in this House te agitate the ques- 


| tion of slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of the 


Consiitution, to endanger the Union, and if persisted in, to 
destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: Theretore, 
Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 
“ind it is further resolved, That in ease any petition pray- 
ing tor the abolition of slaverv in the Distriet of Columbia 


| be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
' House that the same onght to be laid on the table, without 


i subject. 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on Claims, 


| ation. 


being reterred or printed. 

The question before the House being the amend- 
ment of Mr. Wuase, 

Mr. BOULDIN ccneluded his remarks on the 
He hoped there was no serious inten- 
tion of pressing this subject upon Congress. He 
threw back the charges brought against the char- 
acter of the slaveholders. ‘The memorials mis- 
represented them. The negroes were notill used 
in the South; and so far from having had injustice 
done to them by their removal from Africa, all 
investigation proved that the present colored race 
in the South were far better off than their breth- 
ren were in Africa, or than their ancestors ever 
were. The memorialists complained of insecurit 
of residence in the South. It was withont Seiad 
There was no part of the world where 
the traveler or the resident was more secure than 
in the South both in life and in property. They 
were also misrepresented in another thing and 


* ’ . o 
that was in the sufferings of the slaves. 


He 


, would appeal to the heart-rending picture drawn 


of the condition of the poor in the eity of New 
York, bya gentleman from that State, last session, 
(Mr. Ferris,) on account of the high price of 
coal, where poor creatures, during the most in- 
clement weather, could gather only a little saw- 
dust for fuel. Nothing of that kind wanever seen 
in the South. He knew ladies who often visited 
their sick slaves, and satup with them from mid- 
night to daybreak. There was more security for 

roperty in the South than in the North; and Mr. 
B. referred to a number of instances in proof of 


this positions He said there was a great mistake 


‘| inregard to the dishonesty of the slave population. 














ne ns 
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— — | 
He did not deny that they would steal, but not 


so generally and desperately as that vice pre- 
vailed in other places. The relation between 
master and slave combined many blessings. He 
would not defend slavery in the abstract, If it 
could be got rid of to the benefit of the slaves 
themselves, to the preservation of the rights of 
the owners, and without infringing on the Con- 
stitation, he would cheerfully accede to it; but it 
was impossible. What could be done with the 
slaves themselves? 
ment to 

Mr. WISE, who then modified his amendment 
go as to make it an additional resolution, instead 
of asubstitute for Mr. Jarvis’s modified resolu- 
tion. ; , 

Mr. BOULDIN then made a few additional re- 
marks on the subject, and concluded by an earnest 
hope that the Abolitionists would pause ere they 
proceeded further in their attempts to break down 


Mr. B. gave way for a mo- 


the bulwark of the Constitution, and bring a civil | 


war upon the country. 


Mr. PICKENS asked if this subject was the | 


order of the day e 
The CHAIR said, the resolution was in order 


till one o’clock, and until then the question of | 


order could not be raised. 

Mr. PICKENS alluded to the attacks that had 
been made upon him, in reference to his course a 
few weeks ago on this subject, and reprobated it. 
Fe then went on to describe the power possessed 
by the Abolitionists of the North, which he main- 
tained to be greater than was generally imagined. 
In New York, where all parties were almost 
equally divided between the Anti-Masonic party, 
the Whig party, and the Regency party, as he 
termed it, i 


ey already held the balance of power, | 


and this would be their situation ina very short | 


time throughout the northern States. Mr. P. 


proceeded ull one o’clock, when 


day. 

Mr. PICKENS raised the question of order, 
that, under the 43d rule, this was the first unfin- 
ished business on the Speaker’s table, and was 
therefore, in his opinion, the order of the day. 

The CHAIR said the House must first determ- 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the orders of the 


ine whether it would proceed to the orders of the | 


day. His opinion was, that the resolution claimed 
precedence only during the morning hour, and 
could be laid aside for the orders of the day with- 
out a majority of two thirds. 


Mr. HAMMOND called for the yeas and nays | 


on the motion for the orders of the day. Or- 
dered—ayes 32, noes 120; being one fifth in the 
affirmative. 

The vote was as follows: yeas 105, nays 105. 


ton, Bean, Bokee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Cambreleng, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, 
Chapin, Childs, Clark, Coles, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, 
Denny, Dickerson, Etiner, Fairfield, Farlin, Farlow, Philo 
C. Fuller, William K. 


HOUSE CONTINGENT FUND. | York. No man esteemed that gentlem 





The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


from the Clerk transmitting, pursuant to the order 


of the House, a tabular statement of the expend- | 
iture of the contingent fund under each material || 
head for several years; which was referred to the || 


Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 
THE DISTRICT BANKS. 

The bill extending the charters of certain banks 
in the District of Columbia until the first of Oc- 
tober next, was read the third time and passed. 

APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill making appropriations in part for the 
support of the Government for the year 1836, 
commonly called the House contingent bill, was 

' then taken up for its third reading. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved its po8tponement 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. ADAMS begged to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means when 


it was intended to report the general appropria- | 


tion bill? 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said it would have been | 


reported before now but for the indisposition of 
one of the chief clerks in one of the Departments. 
It would be reported on Tuesday next at all 
events, 


The House then postponed the above bill till | 


to-morrow—ayes 94, noes not counted. 
SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to postpone 


the various bills on the Speaker’s table, upon 


their third reading, till to-morrow,except the bill | 


for the relief of the sufferers by the late fire in New 
York, which motion, after a few words from 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG, HARDIN, WISE, 
WHITTLESEY, and LEE, of New York, was 


agreed to—ayes 126, noes not counted. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG the House | 
then resolved itself intoa Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, (Mr. Connor in the 
Chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
for the relicf of the sufferers by the late fire in 
New York. 

Mr. EVERETT, after a few remarks, pro- 
posed sundry amendments to the bill, chiefly of 
a verbal character. The principal was, that the 
bonds should bear interest to the time of their 
payment. 

Mr. DENNEY said his chief objection to the 


bill arose from its conflicting with that clause of | 
the Constitution which provided that there should | 
| be no preference given to one port over another, | 


The second section of the bill did go to alter, to 
a certain extent, the present revenue regulations. 


| The first section of the bill provided for the relief 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Banks, Bar- | 


Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Granger, | 


Grantiand, Graves, Grayson, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hanne- | 
gan, Hard, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawes, Hazeltine, Hop- | 


kins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, 
Janes, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawrence, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, McKeon, 
McKim, Miller, Milligan, Moore, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Patierson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, Schenck, Sey- 
mour, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Sutherland, Taylor, John 
‘Thompson, Toucey, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, 
Wardwell, Webster, and W hittlesey—105. 


Huntington, Ingersoll, | 


NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ashley, Beale, | 


Bell, Bouldin, Bunch, Bynum, John Calhoon, William B. 
Calhoun, Campbell, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cieveland, Coffee, 
Conner, Craig, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Dick- 
son, Dromgooic, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Greunell, Griffin, Niland 
Hall, Hamer, Hammond, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Albert 
G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hiester, Hoar, Holsey, 
Hunt, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, Joseph Jack- 
son, Jarvis, Heury Johnson, John W. Jones, Lawler, Lay, 
Luke Lea, Lincoln, Lucas, Lyon, Manning, Martin, JohnY. 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May. McCarty, McComas, 


McKay, McKennan, McLene, Mercer, Montgomery, Mor- | 


gan, Morris, Owens, Patton, Franklin Pierce, James A. 
Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pickins, Pinckney, Rencher, 
Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Williar B. Shepard, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Slade, Sloane, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Tal- 
jaferro, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Towns, Turner, Un- 
derwood, Weeks, White, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wil- 
liams, and Wise—105. 


The CHAIR then voted in the affirmative, mak- 
ing yeas 106, nays 105. So the House proceeded 
to the orders of the day. 


of individuals who had suffered by the fire; but 


the second section was too general, for it extended | 


to all the importations in the port of New York, 
prior to the late fire, and to that extent gave a 
preference to New York over every other port in 
the country. It was partial legislation, in direct 
violation of that clause of the Constitution. It 
also conflicted, he thought, with the act of 1832, 
commonly called the compromise bill. These 
were his objections to the bill. He would have 
been glad if the bill had been more specific, had 
classified the sufferers, and discriminated between 


those who were the citizens and the foreign agents, 
| Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said the bill | 
was already so incumbered with the amendments | 


that he should not offer then what he intended to 
ata future period of its comsideration. The bill 
was too partial in its operations, and left alto- 
gether unprovided for those who had most claim 
upon the community and upon Congress. There 


was but one portion of thatcommunity who ought | 
lt was those who had imported 


to be relieved. 
goods, had them in packages, and lost them by 
the fire. Mr. P. said, at the proper time he 
should move a third section to the bill, providin 
that the Secretary of the Treasury be ahenanl 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to all other 
wegee who had suffered loss of property by the 
ate conflagration in the city of New York, not 
provided for in either of the sections of the bill, 
fifteen per centum on such loss, 

Mr. P. urged another objection to the bill, 
which was that of giving up the power of Con- 
gress over this matter to the collector of New 
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an more 
i highly than he did, but he never would consent to 
| give up such control to any man, as was proposed 
/in this bill. Another feature of the bill was ob- 
jectionable. It provided that no sufferer could 
| receive any benefit from it whose loss did not 
amount to the sum of one thousand dollars. He 
also referred to various analogous acts of relief, 
and argued at length against the provisions of the 
present bill. 

Let those (he said) who had suffered, bring 
|| their claims individually before Congress, and let 
them be investigated; but this bill was in viola- 
tion of all existing precedents, and conflicted with 
the principle on which alone relief should be af- 

forded. lt provided for the most wealthy, and 
omitted the most needy. The bill was not what 
it purported to be. It was not ‘a bill for the 
relief of the sufferers of New York,’ but a bill 
extending accommodation to the mercantile in- 
terest of New York. 

Mr. PHILLIPS said he was desirous of ad- 
dressing the House on this bill, but as the hour 
was late, he moved that the committee would rise; 
| which was agreed to, and the committee accord- 
| ingly rose. 
| On motion by Mr. RENCHER, the bill and 
| proposed amendments were ordered to be printed, 
| and, 

‘| On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House ad- 


|, journed. 
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| On motion by Mr. TALLMADGE, mpetition 


| on the files of the last session, from sundry citi- 
| zens of New York, for the establishment of a post 
|| route, was again referred to the Committee on the 
|| Post Office and Post Roads. 

| Mr. T. presented the petition of Commodore 
Woolsey; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs. 

| Mr. TYLER presented the petition of Charles 
'| D. Waddy, praying to be compensated for his in- 
| vention for the repair of vesselsinjured by worms, 
which has been used for several years past in the 
public service; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Naval Affairs 

i REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

| Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill for the relief of Susan 
Marlow, without amendment. 

Mr. McK., from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill regulating the pay of officers 
| of the marine corps; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which had been referred the bill for 
the relief of Samuel Smith Linn McGee, and 
Semoice, Creek Indians, reported the same with- 
| out amendment. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported without amendment the bill ex- 
tendng the time for issuing scrip on United States 
m,litary land warrants, 

Mr. E., from the same committee, also reported 
the bill to give effect to patents for public lands 
issued to deceased persons, with amendments; 
which were read. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred the res- 
olution of the Senate, directing that committee to 
inquire into the expediency of constructing float- 
ing steam batteries for the public service, reported 
a bill appropriating $660,000 for that object, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 

M a. from the same committee, reported a bill 
making an appropriation for opening a military 
| road from Fort Leavenworth to the river Des 

Moines; which was read and ordered to a second 

reading. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported 
witbout amendment the bill providing for the in- 
crease of the corps of United States engineers. 

‘| Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
|| the Public Lands, reported without amendment, 
|| the bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons. 

‘|| Mr. TYLER, on leave, introduced a bill author- 
‘| izing the accounting officers of the Treasury to 
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settle the accounts of William Ramsey, deceased ; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of an appropria- 
tion to pay a company of volunteers, commanded by Captain 
Daniel Siglor, of the State of Indiana, for services rendered 
the United States against the hostile Indians, in the year 
1832. 

Mr. TYLER submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which lie on the table one day, and which 
were ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That io alter, change, or abolish the rights of 
property in the District of Columbia, without the consent of 
the owners, would be unjust and despotic, aud in violation 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved, further, That, even with such consent, to inter- 


fere with the subject of slavery, not only without but against | 


the consent of the people of Maryland and Virginia, would 
be in flagrant violation of the public faith, an abuse of the 
trust conferred on Congress by the cession, and hazardous 
to the peace and security of those two States. 


Resolved, further, That such proceeding would sap the 


foundation of the conventional system, which is based on 
the condition of things as they existed at the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution, and which cannot be altered 


in so material a point without disturbing the principle of | 


compromise out of which the Government originated. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. BLACK gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill providing 
for the removal of the land office from Clinton to 
Jackson, in the State of Mississippi. 

RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 
The resolutions lying on the table, submitted 


by Messrs. Linn, Naupain, SourHarp, CLayrTon, | 
Rossins, Moore, Trpron, Henpricks, McKean, | 


and Ewine, were severally considered, and agreed 
to. 


NEW TERRITORY. 


Mr. CLAYTON, on leave, introduced a bill to | 
establish the Territory of Wisconsin; which was | 


read twice, and referred. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to 
meet again on Monday next. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion introduced by Mr. Benton for appropriating 
= surplus revenue to purposes of national de- 
ense. 

Mr. HUBBARD continued his remarks begun 
yesterday; and when he concluded, 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH withdrew the amend- 
ment submitted by him; after which, 

Mr. GRUNDY moved to modify the resolu- 
tion, by making it read ‘that so much of the 
surplus revenue as may be necessary shall be 
appropriated,’’ &ec. 

This modification being accepted by Mr. Ben- 
TON, 

Mr. EWING proposed that the subject be laid 
on the table, and that the resolution as modified 


be pees: | 
Mr. WHITE suggested that the best course | 


would be to postpone the resolution until the 
next day of the Senate’s session, (Monday,) and 
that the printing be also ordered. Mr. W.made 
a motion to that effect, which was carried; and 

On motion by Mr. PORTER the Senate ad- 
journed over to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 21, 1836. 


The SPEAKER announced the first business 
in order to be the question of order upon the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, in refer- 
ence toa petition praying the abolition of slaver 
in the District of Columbia, presented heretofore 
by Mr. Apams, upon which Mr. Grascocx had 
raised the question of reception. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said the House 
had, from time to time, manifested a disposition 
to postpone this subject. He could see no pro- 
priety in disposing of it now, inasmuch as a 
oo of more importance was before the 

ouse, and undecided, which was connected with 
the same subject. Congress had been seven 
weeks in session, and but two bills had passed 





the House, one of which was in relation to the 








accounts of the American consul at London, and 
the other in regard to the hostilities of the Indians 
in Florida. There existed manifest necessity for 
action upon various measures of importance; and 
he therefore moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the subject before the House until 
Saturday week. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was desirous of having 
the question taken on the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, because, so long as that decision 
stood, there was no possibility of the people 
having a chance of presenting their petitions to 
the House. On the last petition day, it was with 
difficulty that a discussion, which would have 
occupied the House the whole day, was avoided, 
and the people precluded from having their 
petitions received. If the question was decided 
that a motion not to receive a petition was not 
subject to the 45th rule, he would pledge himself 
to offer an amendment to the rules, because it 
would be in the power of any one member to get 
up and move that a petition be not received, and 
then, according to the decision of the Speaker, 
the whole day might be consumed in discussing 
that petition. FLe hoped that the House would 
decide the question at once. If the House decide 
that the decision of the Speaker was wrong, it 
would be equivalent toan amendment of the rules, 


| Gentlemen were mistaken, if they thought that, 


by putting this question off from week to week, 
they would get rid of it. He believed, if the 
Speaker would reconsider his decision, he would 
reverse it; but if he would not, he (Mr. A.) 
would ask the House to decide whether the people 
should have the right to have their petitions re- 


ceived or not. 


The motion to postpone was then agreed to— 
ayes 94, noes 59. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
William Lawrence, late a colonel in the Army; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Elihu Hall Bay and others; Which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief 
of James Robertson, of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill making 
appropriations for the collection of information, 
and the commencement of certain fortifications, 


and for other purposes. 


Mr. J. stated that this bill was intended by the 
committee as a substitute for the one heretofore 


reported of a similar character. 


The bill was read twice and committed. 
Mr. PINCKNEY, from the Committee on 
’ 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Theo- 
dore Stanwood, Samuel W. Brown, and John 
’ , 

Woodbury, Jr., owners of two schooners engaged 
in the fisheries; which was read twice and com- 


| mitted. 


Mr. GRAYSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to establish a navy-yard 
in the harbor of Charleston, South Cea ees 
which was read twice and committed. 

On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, certain docu- 
ments on file in the Clerk’s office of the House, 
in reference to the last-named bill, were ordered 


| to be printed. 


Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- | 
mittee on the Public Lands, reported the following 


| bills; which were read twice and committed: 


i 


|| 
| 


'| Committee on Invalid Pensions; Mr. HAM-| 
|| MOND, from the Committee on Private Land 

|| Claims; Messrs. CASEY, HARRISON of Mis- | 
||} souri, WILLIAMS of North Carolina, and | 


|| LINCOLN, from the Committee on the Public | 


A bill for the relief of John Howell; and 

A bill for the relief of W. W. Stephenson and 
Joseph Henderson. 

Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
Hunt; which was read twice and committed. 

Messrs. EVANS and TAYLOR, from the 


|| Lands; and Messrs. MUHLENBERG and | 
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/ BEAUMONT, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, made unfavorable reports upon 
various petitions and memorials; which were or- 
dered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. EVERETT moved to suspend the rules 
of the House, for the purpose of calling the States 
for resolutions referring claims to commitiees. 

Mr. MERCER moved to strfte from the mo- 
tion the words im italics; negatived—aves 605, 
noes Sv, ; 

The original motion was then disagreed to. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution, heretofore offered by Mr 
Jarvis, of Maine: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 

«lad be it further resolved, Thatin case any petition pray- 
ing the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia be 
hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion ot the 
House that the same ought to be laid on the table, without 
being reterred or printed. 

To which Mr. Wise submitted the following 
amendment: Strike out all after the word ‘*Re- 
solved,’ and insert— 

That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 
stitution to the Congress of the United States to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt by 
Congress to legislite upon the subject of slavery will be not 
only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the States. 

Mr. Jarvis subsequently modified the original 
resolution, as follows: 

Whereas, any attempt in this House to agitate the ques 
tion of slavery is caleulated to disturb the compromises of 
the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, if persisted in, 
to destroy the peace and prosperity of the country; There- 
fore, 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery inthe District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 

4nd it is further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 
ing tor the abolition of slavery inthe District of Columbia be 
hereatter presented, itis the deliberate opinion of the House 
that the same ought to be laid on the table, without being 
referred or printed. 

The question before the House being Mr. 
Wise’samendment,which he subsequently moved 
as an additional resolution to Mr. Jarvis’s— 

Mr. PICKENS, who was entitled to the floor, 
continued his remarks from yesterday. He se- 
verely reprobated the writings of Jeremy Bentham, 
the denunciations of O’Connell, and the reeent 
pamphlet of Dr. Channing. He referred to the 
proceedings of the Legislatures of South Caro- 
lina, Georgia, and Virginia on the subject of 
slavery, and regretted that any southern man 
should be found willing not to meet the question 
As to the constitutional question, he disdained to 
discuss it. But while he disdained the discussion 
as to the States, he held it right and proper to go 
into it, and discuss so far as regarded the District 
of Columbia. He then took a review of the 
causes which had induced the cession of the Dis- 
trict by the States of Maryland and Virginia, and 
arcued that the grant of exclusive legislation did 
not bestow power to interfere on the question of 
slavery. It gave Congress ‘like authority ”’ to 
that which it had in the States over the fortifica- 
tions, arsenals, &c., which was nothing more 
than the power to protect its property. The very 
terms of the clause in the Constitution showed 
that no other power was ever intended to be con- 
ferred by the grantors. Again: Congress could 
not deprive a citizen of his private property but 
under certain limitations prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. Ithad been contended that slaves were 
held as private property only under the compro- 
mises of the Constitution; this was untenable 
ground, for this property, os private property, 
was anterior to the Constitution itself. He con- 
tended that by the bills of rights of both Mary- 
land and Virginia, neither of those States could 
have granted to Congress the right to abolish 
slavery in the ceded territory. To have done so, 
would have violated their own constitutions. 
Even the slaveholding States themselves could 
not do it, under their own constitutions. It could 
only be done by each State calling a convention 
for this express purpose. No Legislature could 
intrude upon the rights of property. 

Mr. P. then read .portions of the act of cession 
of Virginia in support of his argument, and re- 
plied to that position assumed by a portion of the 
Abolitionists of gradual abolition, onthe post nata 
principle. He appealed to the gentlemen of the 
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North, that they ought to vote on the constitu- 
tional ground, and thereby erect a barrier against 
the attempts of these fanatical men, which would 
never be arrested by the mere question of expe- 
diency. ‘The declaration, that all men were by 
nature born equal, referred to political privileges; 
for the history of man, from the earliest ages, 
showed that thefe were always a chosen few se- 
lected by the designs of an overruling Providence. 
This abstract truth, that all men were by nature 
born equal, pat into practical operation, would 
bring ruin and desolation upon the land. This 
was the case in the first French Revolution, and 
which produced the Dantons and Robespierres 
of that day. He maintained also, that the great 
classification of capitalists and laborers was anal- 
ogous to that of master and slave, and was iden- 
tical in both in its effects and results. This was 
the principle of all the civilized governments of 
the earth. The capitalists possessed the power, 
and used it for the purpose of making the laborers 
pay as much as sauetbte, which the former divided 
among themselves. The only distinction was, 
in the one case the laborer was held in direct sub- 
jection by domestic slavery, and in the other they 
were indirectly held in the aggregate by the Gov- 
ernment. He then took a review of the condition 
of society in England, and that visible at the Five 
Points in New York, which more required ame- 
lioration than the institationsin the South. Look 
at the political condition of the State of New York. 
No party was ever more despotic than the present 


dominant party that now ruled that State—not | 


even in France, at the conclusion of the last 
century, when a man scarce dare whisper in the 
bosom of the pertner of his heart. 

Mr. P. concluded by repelling the charges 
brought against the party to which he belonged, 
as disunionists, and against himself. 

As soon as Mr. P. had concluded, 


| 


the Constitution. He would look at the circum- | 


| Slavery had been abolished in one or more of the 


States before its adoption; it was in progress in 


several other States, and the subject had excited 
| much discussion at that time. He contended that | 
| the clause giving Congress exclusive legislation 

| over this District gave it ample power to legislate || 


| on the subject of slavery. 


f this were not so, it 


| was inevitable that, if the States of Maryland and 
Virginia should abolish slavery within their limits, 
| nothing short of an amendment of the Constitu- 


tion could authorize the General Government to 
follow their example. 
It was said this power was not unlimited; he 


| granted this; but, at the same time, he appealed 
to what had been done by the States themselves | 
on other subjects, and the powers they had exer- | 


| cised. 


He believed, if any limitation had been 
intended by the two States which ceded the Dis- 


| trict, it would have been expressed in distinct 
and positive terms, and not have been left to im- | 


ee 
) 


‘intend to grant the right of government. 


Portions of the acts of cession had 


self could not see iteven by inference. It did not 
follow that, because the State of Virginia did not 
grant the right of property, therefore she did not 


Hi. then defended the character of Dr. Channing, 


, and passed a high eulogy upon his learning, his || 
labors, and his mental qualifications, in which he 


| the rights of the South. 


| was second to no man living. 
the gentlemen of the South, that there was not the | 


He again assured 


slightest desire on the part of any portion of the 
intelligent people of the North to interfere with 
It would be easy enough 


| to take an article from a ome which might 


‘go to this, but then it did not follow that all the || 


Mr. HOAR, of Massachusetts, obtained the 


floor; and 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the orders of 
the day; but the House did not sustain the mo- 
tion—ayes 84, noes 90. 

Mr. HOAR then addressed the House at length. 
He did not design (he said) to go over the whole 
rrounds of discussion on this subject that had 
in en already opened; but as he came from the 
eame section of the country some of those peti- 
tions did, he considered it his duty to reply toa 
few positions and remarks that had been made. 
They would seem to invite the inquiry, what was 
the meaning of the Constitution, and what was 
the intention of the framers of that instrument? 
Very little had been said in relation to this sub- 
ject. They had much elegant declamation, but 
very litte argument. Mr. H. said, in relation to 
the power of the General Government to abolish 
slavery in the States, there was not a pretense of 


right on its part to interfere with, to abolish, or | 


to touch it. He would consider such a pretense 
on the part of the Union with a single State, an- 
alogous to that of a foreign Power making an 
attempt to change the form of government of 
those States. He had never yet met asingle man 
in the North who had maintained or pretended to 
maintain that the General Government had any 
such right. He had heard of such men, but he 
had yet to see the first man. For himself, if he | 
thought the Union was destined to last till the 
northern States wished to interfere with slavery 
in the southern States, he believed it would be 
perpetual. He believed there was no such ides 
entertained there. He could assure southern 
gentlemen that there was no feeling of reproach 
towards them because they were slaveholders, 
and, if any did use that language, they reproached 
their own forefathers. With regard to the reso- 
lutions before the House, he observed that the 
question relating to the Territories was not then 
under consideration. 
tution, Mr. H. contended that we must be gov- 
erned by the instrument itself, and not by remote 
probable consequences. The language of the 
clause of the Constitution relative to the District 
was general, and gave the power to Congress, as 
clear as the English language could convey &, to 
legislate on the subject of slavery within the Dis- 
trict. The language was clear, intelligible, and 
unambiguous. To show it was not so, it must 
be shown to be inconsistent with other parts of | 


In interpreting the Consti- | sage was referred to the Committee of Ways and 


pe. were of the same opinion. He expressed 


rather the complaint made by the gentleman, that 
the Governor of New York refused to deliver up 


for punishment, in Alabama, a citizen of New || 
[ ’ é ’ || den, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Cambreleng, Campbell, 


York. He was surprised at this coming from 
the quarter it did. 


Mr. PEYTON explained, that he did not allude | 


| to the particular case. ; 


| ciple he was referring to. 


Mr. HOAR said, nor did he. It was the prin- 


| man amenable to laws in which he had no inter- 
est or voice, or had never set his foot within the | 


by that State. The gentleman would make a 


| citizen of another State subject to punishment, 


| even to de puch he ever see iti- || : 
even to death, although he had never seen a citi | Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, 


| zen of the State whose laws he was said to have 


‘| infringed. 


The idea was preposterous. 


| replied in detail to the remarks of Mr. Peyron, 


he guve way to 


| tives, a report from the Director of the Mint, exhibiting the || 


United States: 
Wasnineoton, January 20, 1836. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


January 2], 


nee 


The CHAIR said it could only be done by the 


| stances under which the instrument was formed. || unanimous consent of the House. 


No objection was made; and 

Mr. CAMBRELENG proceeded. Mr. Speak- 
er, the attack I would not notice were it not, sir, 
that it is an attack also upon this House, and in- 
volves the question now before the Senate of the 
United States. That attack is, that the remarks 
I made upon the three million appropriation bill 
at the last session were not pabllahed until after 


the adjournment of Congress, following it up 
| with the insinuation that these remarks never 


| were made. 


It is not my purpose, sir, on a ques- 
tion like this, when I have so much higher game, 


‘to run a tilt with the editor of the United States 


, Telegraph. 


I merely notice it to pronounce the 
statement and the insinuation both false, and to 
state that when the opportunity does arrive to dis- 


|| cuss this question, there would not only be found 
/one, but more than one member of this House, 


| House, who will vindicate the 


not only on one side, but on both sides of the 
roceedings of 


|| this House in relation to that bill, from the attacks 
een quoted to show that there were limitations, || 


but they were by inference only, though he him- | 


of the other body. 
The SPEAKER said it was not in order to 


allude to the other body. 


Mr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House 


/to submit a resolution in connection with the 


Mr. || 


subject. ; : 
The resolution was read for the information of 


‘| the House, as follows: 


It was the making a | 


Resolved, That so much of the message of the President 
of the United States to Congress at the commencement of 
the present session as relates to the failure at the last ses- 
sion of Congress of the bill containing the ordinary appro- 


| priation for fortifications, be referred to a select commitice, 


with instructions to inquire into and report to the House 


| the causes and circumstances of the failure of that bill. 


Objection being made, Mr. MILLER moved to 
suspend the rule of the House to enable the gen- 


| tleman from Massachusetts to offer his resolution. 
iimself surprised at the argument made use of by || 
| the gentleman from Tennessee, { Mr. Aawictsey i 


Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend the rules; which 


|| were ordered, and were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Bor- 


| Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel 
| H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coles, Craig, Cramer, Cush - 


man, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Dromgoole, 
Etiner, Evans, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C, Ful- 
ler, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, 
Grantiand, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Harper, Samuel 8. 


| Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, 
|| Henderson, Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntsman, 


Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John- 


ecg’ ; c : || son, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kilgore, Lane 
limits of the State, and yet was to be punished ; ~~. Gideon "Lew Lt : 


Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lay, Gideon Lee, Leonard, 
Lineola, Loyall, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Manning, Martin 


| John Y. Mason, William Mason, May, McCarty, McKay, 


McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 


|| Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, John 


Mr. H. | 


Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Robertson, Rogers, Schenck, 


|, Seymour, Shields, Shinn, Sloan, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, 
/ and proceeded until half-past three o’clock, when || 


Storer, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, ‘Turrill 
Vanderpoel, ‘Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, and 


 ecdiadianen : | Lewis Williams—129. 

Mr. GRENNELL, who moved an adjourn- || 

/ment, but gave way for the Speaker to present | Cheats 
. ; ~sanee af || Chambers, 

| the following message from the President of the || lington, Davis, Everett, Forester,Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 


NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Banks, Bell, Bond, Boul- 
din, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, George 
John Chambers, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Dar- 


| Hammond, Hard, Hardin,Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howard, 


Sin: T herewith transmit to the House of Representa- || 


Operations of that institution during the year 1835. 
The report contains also some very useful suggestions as 
to certain changes in the laws connected with our coinage, 


your early attention. 


Besides some remarks in iton the progress made in the | 
| erection of Branch Mints, and procuring machinery there- 


for, L inclose a report from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


| submitting more detailed statements, as to the new build- 


ings, from each of the agents appointed to superintend their 


| erection. 


ANDREW JACKSON, 
Hon. James K. Pouk, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


1} 


| 
|| dent’s message which referred to this subject was 


On motion by Mr, CAMBRELENG, the mes- || 


| Means, and ordered to be printed; and then 


The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frimay, January 22, 1836. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG rose and said: Mr. Speak- 


er, I must ask the indulgence of the House for 


one moment, to notice an attack made on me in 
one of the morning papers of this city to-day. 


| Roane, Russell, William B. Shepard, Augustine 


Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Lawrence, Luke Lea, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, Milligan, 
Parks, James A. Pearce,Pettigrew, Peyton, Pinckney, Reed, 
. Shep- 
perd, Slade, Standefer,Talieferro, Thomas, Waddy Thomp- 


' son, Underwood, Vee Washington, White, Whittlesey, 
and with that establishment, which are recommended to | | 


Sherrod Williams, and Wise—60. 
Mr. ADAMS then submitted the foregoing 


| resolution. 


| 
| 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to amend the resolution, by giving the select 


|| committee power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. ADAMS said, that the portion of the Presi- 


in these words: 


** Much loss and inconvenience have been experienced 
in consequence of the failure of the bill containing the ordi- 
nary appropriations for fortifications, which passed one 


| branch of the National Legislature at the last session, but 


was lost in the other. This failure was the more regretted, 
not only because it necessarily interrupted and delayed the 
progress of a system of national defense projected immedi- 
ately after the last war, and since steadily pursued, but also 
because it contained a contingent a priation inserted in 
accordance with the views of the Executive in aid of this 
important object, and other branches of the national de- 
fense, some portions of which might have been most use- 
fully applied during the _— season. I invite your early 
attention to that part of the report of the Secretary of War 
which relates to this subject, and recommend an appropri- 
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